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The following is the llama report summary for 1081-82 Title Migrant

Evaluation. It is also in ORE PubliCation Number 81.30.
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' FINAL REPORT

Project Title: Title Illigrant

. r
1

Contact Persons:. Cat herine Christner, Glynn Ligoi

-Major Positive Findings:

1. Migrant Program prekindergarten students made achievement gains that
were greater than average for four-year olds:

2. Third-, sixth-, and seventh-grade stude s served by a Migrant Program
teacher made average gains of one year or more in their reading achieve-.

ment acores.
11

3. More students were served per teacher than in pgevious years. This may

reflect-the better apportioning of Migrant Progr)n resources to pay for

-part-time teachers go reach more students. .

,

4., M bre eligible students were served by a"Migrant Progrim teacher it the
. -

senior high level this year than last year.

5. The Migrant Nurse made 1,151 contacts with 498 students across 54.
different campuses.

6. More migrant paxents attended lOcal-,campus PAC meetings this year than,

last year.'

Major Findings Requiring Action:

1. Migrant Program pre-k students made lower achievemen gainl that did,

Title 1 pre-K students. Students? gains this year,w re lower than gains

made by Migrant Program students lasg.year:

2. The achievement gains of high schoOl,students served by Migrant Program
teachers do not show evidence.of a .consistent program impact.

-

I.

,

3. Very few students attended the pilbt tutorial,program for high school 4

ant students.,
7

-;-

I/

,

1 ,

4. A disparity in tha teaching loads among Migrant Program teachers continUes

.

ae high school level.
II

5. .Students in grades 2 -12who have been served from one to four years by the
Migrant Program did.not make greater achievement gains from 1981 ito 1982

.
.4 IIthan diCother migrant students-who have. not been...served..

, 4.

6 I
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Evaluation Summary:

. .

The 1981-82 Title I Migrant Program consisted of seven comp nents which
included three instructional components and four

Instructional

Prekindergarten
.ommnnication Skills (R-12)
.,Summer School

.support components:

Support.

? Health Services
Parental Involvement
MSRTS
Elialuation

The Evaluationand SuMmer School Components will not,be discussed in this-
summary. The.following is a summary of the major evaluation findings pre
sented by'program component. The,findings are reported in greater detail
in the 1981-82 Title I Migrant Final Technical Report, ORtPublication,'
Number 81.26. .

.

:

PREKINDERGARTEN. COMPONENT*.
HOW MANY PRE-K STUDENTS RECEIVED1NSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES? ..-

a

.

Instructional services were provided for 137 eligible migrant pre-K. studente
at nine elementary campuses. TWo.of the clais4weA funded SOX Title I/
50% Migrant Program, with half of.each teactIkre class,consisting of Migrant
Program students and the other half consis4ng-of Title t eligible stUdents.

DID THE MIGRANT PRE-K STUDENTS SHOW ANY AdtiEVEMENT GAINS OVER ThE'SCHOOL
YEAR?

k
Yes. On the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test -Revised (ppIT Migrant'Program
students showed an average gain of 11%16rscale score pointe from ,the pre- to
the posttest. Over time, scale.score points are,expected to remain-constant;
so, this gain indicates a .growth:.-rate above the-national averag9.

c

HOW DO THE MIGRANT PROGRAM PREI.STUDENTS,,CCMPARE WITHJciE"rITLE I AND TITLE

VII PRE-K STUDENTS? ', '

,.. .., ., .. 0
. .

This year all three programs pre- and posttestgd their'StUdents with the
PPVT -R. All three progradsr students aveeaged a gain frOm pre- to posttest..

Title I students averaged the largest gain (14.35), while_Title VII averaged
the emallest gain (8.26). Migrant Program.students' ayerage ,,ain was in

,

between the two (11.16)t
.

; .

. ; '.:. .

The gains discussed so fare are for all students pre-! and postteeted. On the

PPVT-R, the most valid scores are_for Students who ha-N-7e a iSasal .(at least

eight of the items-in a row are answered correctly by the student
,

being tested). If juet thOse.studenis.who have base's are considered, ill

programs still show gain,'gut the gaindecreases in all -Cases, especiallY for

the Migrant Program students. See Figure 1 oUthe nektfpage.

. 4

-,



h

.

E-.

0

k

1-.14.31

Tale I Masse Title Vtt

(11.114) OhtOft (11100)

.. : C ,
, - ... ;.....,...____... __

Figure 1. SUMMARY OF TkE,1982 ACHIEVEMtNT TEST GAII1S FOR tHE:4BREE PRE-K
,

%' PROGRAMS. '.,-.
IMP.,

S.
-, , 4' L

, .,

% , In further comparison between the,ftograms, Tige i itudentp with lower

.4
pretest scores 'made gz?eater gains:than did Iligrant Program cr,titleVII

. %

Vita t *time Title Ttt

.0030 (NW) (t442)

ift-Ts.STOXICTS WITW BASAL3

,., ,studenta scoring.at the .same.io*,levels, A; the-middle and apper levels
of the pretest, differences lalgains amoTng brogranZ are harder to discern.

**7 ; . ,
. .. - .......
.- .. . , .s

HOW DO THESE SCORES COMPARE WITH.Pjk ScOlizs..timg By STUDENTS LAST YEAR?" . .

.

.

, ...... -,------m- ' , ,

1:ast yearc the..Ti4e'/ and qigrant Program studentao9k an earlier edition
, of ple;peabody.:picture Nlocal6nlaky. Test, In,10ki1ig at atndents' gains (for

siudeitta wiiii baSals), title I studeasCored an average,gain of10.84
scale scorepointS,while MigranrProgram studenta,scoied an average gain of

, .

..:., 9.64.scali.score points. . ' .

,, v ,..,
. , '

.. . ,

Although the tests are not dirpctly comparable, it ieer6 the:Title I Program
'.produced improved . gains while/the Migrant Program did not. , .-

. . , .

, .

\DOES A $TUDENT'S PARTICIPATION IN THg PRE-K PROGRAM HAVE A(Y LONGER TERM

. 'EFFECT'Sr4g
. :...--

.

-
)

.

,

Achievement aata.were gathered on former Title I and Migrant Prograi prek3nder-
..,

-garten students to compare their kindergarten achievement with a;hieve-

meat of Similar students who did not'attend a prkindergarteIprograth. At

the beginning of kindergarten, the former pre.4C Students' a ievement scores

were higher .than were those of the other non,pre-K participants. However, b$r

the end pf kindergarten, the former pre-K children seemed to have'lost their
. advantage in that.6e scores of the two groups were no longer different.

'.

,
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WAT SIMILARITIES/DIFFERENCES DO TIILE I1 MIGRANT PROGRAM, AND TITLE VII
TEACHERS REPORT IN THEIR ACTIVITIES:

4i6

In April, all pre-K teachers were interviewed th determine similarities/
differences among the three pre-K programs. The results of the interviews
indicated the following:

Title VII teachers used more Spanish as a group than did Migrant Program
teachers who used Spanish more than did Title I teachers. For all three" .

programs, English was spoken to EngIish-dominant students the large majority
of time.

kr-
Title I and Migrant Program teachers used the AISD Early Childhood Curriculum
as their main curriculum. The Title VII teachers used the ilixual Early
Childhood Program Curriculum as their main curriculum.

The main diagnostic tool used by the teachers waa a checklist. Th Title I and

Migrant Program teachers used a checklist from'the AISD curriculum, a self,-
deVeloped one, or both. The Title VII teachers used a checklist from the,
BECP, a self-developed one, or both.

In,trying to meet indiVidual students' needs, most teachers (across programs)
mentioned grouping,of students based on their needs as well as using review
ahd reinflorcement for those students who.needed it.

Title I and Migrant program teachers used large-group (including the whole
class) instruction'more than did the Title VII teachers. Title VII teachers
made more use.of small-group instruction. .

The most frequent types of student grouping for all pre-K teachers were based
on a4lity, language doTinance,(by teacher observation), and personality..

When students were working alone, most teachers reported they were working
a a cente hf some sort (library, art,*blocks, etc.).

..All pre-K teachers reported having contact with pre-K teachers from their own,
. funding $ urce tklo share ideas.

41. As 4 group, Title VII teachers reported more contact with their cbmmunity'
representative than did Title I or Migrant Program teachers.

Generally as a group, Title VII teachers reported more frequent contact with ,

parents than did Migrant Program or Title I teachers.

All teachers initiated contact Withiarents more than p4ents initiated
contact with teachers.

k.

All teac ers reported.contet with their sUpervisors on curriculum materials
and in-service training. Most reported contact on instructional supervision,
program information, and communication with other teachers.

Across all groups the most frequently requested dn-service ay0.cs were
science, math,4and art;

C4
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WHAT HAVE TITLE I AP,MIGRANT PRdGRAM TEACHERS SEEN AS BENEFITS/DRAWBACKS
OF NOT HAVING'AN AIDE THIS YEAR?

Teachers were asked to react to the program change which removed teacher
aides, but reduced the pupil/teacher ratio"in pre-K classep. Both 'groups

of teachers shared very similar ideas. Both saw more drawbacks than they
did benefits: Benefits noted were smaller class size, more self-reliant

children, getting to know the children better, and not having to'coordinate
with another person. Several teachers mentioned seeing no benefita a* all.

The drawbacks most frequentl5i Mentioned were: thelteacher cduld not ade-
quately supervise the children; there was less time for individual wo k; the
teacher was not covered in an emergency; no one was.there totelpi
materials, clean-up, etc.; and fewer terials were covered.'

K-12. COMPONENT

:HOW MANY GRADES K-6 STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCTIONAL?lERVICES?

A total of 391 grades K-6 students were Seen,by aMigrant Progtam teacher.
Both the average daily attendance per teacher and,d& average number of stu-.
dents seen in a six-weeks period were up from the 1980-$1 figures. This may
indicate the better apportioning of Migrant_Program.funds at the elementary
level to teach more students. The number of teachers varied between 9 and 10
(full-and part-time) over the course of the school year.

WHAT WERE THE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS FOR THE GRADES K-6 MIGRANT §TUDENTS SERVED
BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERY

4dergarten

I.

1

The 38 students (seen by a Migrant Program teacher) who had pre- (fall '81)
and posttest (spring '82) scores on the ITBS Language Test showed an average
gain of 0.6 grade equivalenti. This is,less than the 0.9 gain made by

AISD kindergarten students on "the average.

Firat Grade

The 66 first-grade students derved by a Migrant Program teacher made an aver-
age grade'equivalent.score of 1.5 on the ITBS Reading Total. This score is

within 0.3 points of the expected grade equivalent score of 1.8 for first

.graders.

The first graders' achievement i$ highe'r than the average grade equivalent
score of 1.4 attained by Mi'grant Program students in 1980-81.

'Grades Two through Six

The thir4-and sixth-grade students.served made good achievement gains on the

ITBS Readinglatal. Figure 2 shows the average achievement gains for stu-
dents pre-. anrposttested.

I.
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k . . . z of Students Making at

Grade
# of Students
Pre- 4 Postriseed

I

Average Grade
Equivalent Gain

Least 0.3 Grads Equivalent ,

Cain

-4

, 4

5.

6

43

lo

40

n

24

0.7

1.0

6.9 .

0.7

1.1

.

1

'44Z

73%

65Z

56Z

79% .

. -

1

-
4

Figure 2. ACHIEVERENT C4INS OF MIGRANT,PROGRAM 8TUDiNTS'IN GRADES 2-6:

Grade 4 students.also did fairly well with an average gain:of b.9. The.

majority of students at:all grades excei)t.grade 2 upde at least a 0.8 gain.

,-..,

HOW DO THESE GAINS COMPARE WITH 7HOSE MADE BY STUDENTS rm 1980-81?

In comparing these figures with the achievement gains made by students who
were served last year, espegally ndteworthy,is that grade 6 Students last
year had the poorest gains.(6.5 grade equivalent on the average).. Grade's 2

hid,3 students made the s'ame gains this year and last year. Grades 4 and,5

II

students'madegains0.1.arda.2poinus,lower than the gains made last year
at those same grade.levels..

...

. . - .

I .

HOW DO GAINS/MADE BY MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS COMPARE WITH GAIN\F TITLE I
sTuDErrS?

" /

.

.
t

. ,

1.

I.

Acrosd ale K-6 grade levels, ttle gains'by students seen by a Migrant Program
teacher Comp re favoraiily with gains Ta4e by students served by the Title I

Regular Pro m. In Fiikure 3'are listed Ow average grade equilialent gain
(from spring to spring) in Reading Total qn the ITBS for the served Regular
Title I students. For grade K, the gains are on the Language-Total (TBS)
from iall to spring. Generally the Migrant Program and Title I gains are
comparable across ,these grade levels. The average'grade equivalent of first
graders served by Title I (N=379) was 1.3, slightly lower than the 1.5 average
for Migrant Program studeqts served.

Grade

,

of Stwdents
Pre- and Postrastad

. Averagi Grade
Equiva.lant Gain

- K 241
- 0.5

2 213. 0.8

3 296 1.0

4 2.18 0.8

5 237

6 1.0

Figure 3. ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF SERVED TITLE I REGULAR STUDENTS IN GRADES
K; 2-6. v
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DID THE TITLE I AND MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS WHO RECEIVED THE MATH RAINBOW
KIT ACTIVITIES MAKE GREATER MATH ACHIEVEMENT GAINS THAN CONTROL STUDENTS
WHO DID NOT RECEIVE THE KIT?

No. Analyses done by grade level on students' Math Total ITBS stores indi-
cated that the students who received ihe Math'Rainbow Kit activities did
not make greater gains than did the.control students who did not receive
the Kit activities.. ,

HOW MANY SEVENTH- AND EIGHTH-GRADE.STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES?

A total of 92 junior high migrant students were deen by a Migrant Program
teacher. There were four teachers setving four campuses. The average dt y
attendance was 20 stu4ents per teacher.. This is an increase over the 198 61
level and is impressive in that only one of the four teachers was full-ti
the rest were 40%, 60%,and'80% time.

WHAT WERE THE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS MADE BY SEVENTH- AND EIGHTH-GRADE MIGRANF
PROGRAM STUDENTS?

In Figure 4 are given the achievement gains for Tth and 8th graders. The 7th
Araders did especially well'in scoring an average grade equivalent gain of

1.2. The 8th graders also did fairly well scoring an average gain of 0,8.
%

The majority of Juni r high students served had a 0.8 gain or better.

4 r

^- % of _Students Making At
. No. of Students Average Grade Least-.8 Gttde Equivalent. II

.Grade Pre- & Po'ettested Equivalent Gain Cain

.. 7 38 1.'2 63% ;^
&

8 ,..- 31 0.8 55%

1

I.
I.

,

Figure 4. I.ACHIEVEMENT GAINS MADE BY MIGRANT PROGRAM 7TH AND 8TH GRADERS' IN'

ki1.98182.
,

4

HOW DOES THIS CCMPAREVITI-1 THE GAIA MADE. IN 1980-81? ,
- , II

The 7th graders 4,3 the largest gains (average of 1.6 grade equivalents)

of any grade level in 1980-81. Although the. gain this year was not quite as

great it was still the largest gain. The 8th graders served in 1980-81

made a higher average gain (1.0) than did the students this year, but this
year 55; made at least a 0.8 grade equivalent gain whereas last year only 387

. .

made 0.8 gains.
II

"'

HOW MANY NINTH TWELFTH GRADE STUDENTS RECEIVED INSTRUCTION FRoM A MIGRANT

PROGRAM TEACHER? , .

':

/
. II

1 .11

Four senfor high Migrant Btogram teacher's saw 154 students in all. The aver-

age daily attendance at the senior high level was up Considerably from 16

students in#1980781 to 27 students 981-82. There was also an increase

in the average number of students Xper six weeks from 75 students in

1980-81-to 108 students in 1981-82. This may partially reflect a full year
of having a teacher at Oiockeit (she began in the qprihg of 1981).

4 (
1
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WHAT PERCENTAGE OF ELIGIALE.STUDENIS WERE SERVED AT THE SENIOR HIGH
LEVEL BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER?

The pe ceptage of served high schoOi migrant students varied between 45.6%
and 53.8% for each six weeks. This is in increase from the percentage
seen -198 '33%-37%. However, although this is an.improvement, the
percen e of eligible students served at the senior high level continues
to be the lowest percentage for any of the instructional levels.

11

WHAT ARE SOME POSSIBLE REASONS.FOR THE SMAL4ER PERCENTAGE OF ELIGIBLE STU
DENTS BEING SERVED AT THE SENIOR HIGH LEVEL(

number of students served by each of the four teachers (a rge of 18 to
There continues' 4from previous years) to be considerable disparity in the

an

37). As tas been reported' in previous evaluations, scheduling students
for servite at the high-school level is also a ploblem. Problems stem

I°
partially frol siudetts not receiving credit for Migrant Program classes,
the,folindation teachers not wanting to let the students leave their crfdit
clpses where the,students are generally behind in their reading and lan-

II .

guage arts skills, and the student's own choiee about wanting to take
other classes instead.

11

WHAT WERE THEACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF STURENTS IN,GRADES NINE TWELVE WHO
. , WERE SEEN BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER?

.11
. , given for all ASO students and Hispanic students since 95% of the students

for students served by a Migrantrogram teacher. Comparison figures are
In Figure 5 are given 'the STEP Reading median percentiles (pre and pok)

.P

seinred 'are Hispanic. Migrant Program students' scores are quite low when

II

,
compared to the other two groups. 'No grade gained in perceitile scores,
and they either stayed the same or went down a point or two. At the ninth
grade level, for the 47 migrant students served by e Migrant Program teacher

11

and who had pre= ahd posttests, the median.percentile scorewas 10. For
AISD ninth graders (N=4122) the median _percentile was 34 and for AISD
Hispanic ninth graders (N=1012) the median percentile.was 20. Therefore

II

as with the otHkr grades, migrant students' scores art Well below these
other two groups. Overall, at the high school level, no consistent Migrant
Program impact Can be noted.

lift

Grade
.9

1980-81 -

Grade
11

.

Grads,

10

198142,
Grids

2

Grade
'10

Grads
11 .

AISD Students .

Pre-4 Postteeced
, . 44.

(t."2303)

47

(a."2390)

47

(t..2264) : (N230.81 (t."2390)

41
(1.'2264)

o

-2(1,, AISD Hispanics

Pre-6 Postteited
22

(nIs470)

25
(m.492)

'22

(n.427).
:
;

19
(n.470)

24

(w,492)

19
cn427)

'

Migrant Pro-alm
Students (Sapad)
Prt-'6 Posttestad

11
(1,30)

, 11.

(n15)
7

(n12)
:

i
.
.

9

(rm30)
.

il

(m016)

5 .

(t012)

Figure 5. MEDIAS PERCENT/LES.ON THE STEP, Re.ADING TOTAL, 1970 NORMS FOR
MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRMA TEACHER AND TWd
COMPARISON GROUPS. The AISD and Hispanic groups are for matched
group mediats.

1 3
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WAS THE PILOT TUTORIAL SERVI.CES.PROGRAM FOR HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS SUCCESSFUL? 1
No. A pilot program was set up at two.high schools to tutor migrant students

ia whatever subject areas they needed help. Two math teachers were the tutors. II

Very few students were seen. The teachers reported very few students came

even when the students had scheduled a time. Students always seemed to have

-something else to do that was more important to them.

.HEALTH SERVICES C: () h4.F) EE ti

HCW MANY MIGRANT STUDENTS WERE SERVED.BY THE MIGRANT NURSE?

From September, 1981 through Mey, 1982, the Migrant Nurse provided health

services to 498 migrant etudents. Her total number of student contacts

(excluding follow-ups) was 1,11. She served 96% of the pre -I( situdents and

q9% of the currentlymigratory students.

WHAT SERVICES WERE PROVIDED BY THE MIGRANT NURSB?

During September through May, the Nurse performed a wide variety of services

(see Figure 6). In addition-tO these contacts with students, she made 734

contacts with parents on issues rdlating to their children's health. The

most frequent contacts involved dental and vision screening and health super-

vision.

Activirr

Regularly Scheduled Exa;=

Non-Scheduled Exam

'Phone Contact

Referral to Medical Doctor

Referral to Dentist

Sole Visit

Counsalingtresching

Referral to Other Professional

Number of Tines Activity.

Was Performed

-

295

117

329

.300

187

56

211

29.

1

Figure 6. TALLY OF VARIOUS NURSING ACTIV/TIES FOR SEPTEMBER, 1981 THROUGH II
-. MAY, 1982.

HOW MUCH MONEY WAS SPENT FOR MEDICAL AND DECAL CARE. FOR THE ,MIGRANT STUDENTS? II

ln Figure 7 are presented the expenditures for medical expenses paid for by

Migrant Program funds for September tHiough May. Fifty-fdur percent of the II

funds paid dental expenses.
. -. ,

4Pt.
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41, EXPENDITURES

Month .

Duplicated Count
of Students Ser'ved . H.D. Dentist Pharmacy X-Ray Lab Clastres Total Spent

Average Spent
Per Student

.
.

September 33 ° $ 560.00 $ 416.00 $ 82.35 -0- -0:-, $ 253.00 1,311.85 $ 39.75

.
I

04obe'r 40 780.00 -'1 593.09 124.73 -0- 17.00 716..00 2,230.73 55.77'

November 40 700.00 474.00 92.14 -0- -0- 508.00 14774.14 44p35' e

December 23 416.00 707.00 31.52 -0- 148.00 132.00 1,434.52 62.37

.January 43 613.00 2,008.00 36.69 74,1- ' 56.00 400.00 3,118.69 , 72.53
v

February 34 475.50 1,722.00 44.24 -0- 38.00 150.00 , 2,429.74 71.46

March 65 . 1,338.50 2,016:00 118.52 265.50 . 28.00 436.00 4,202.52 64.65

April 63 4005.00 1,778.60.. 148.73 174.00 57.00 294.00 3,457.33 54.88
, -

Hay 64 711.00 3,822.00 53. 6 129.00 95.00 528.00 5,338.06 83:461F 4

I,

. . .W..
w

I . .

TOTAL 405 . $6,604.00 $13,536.60 $732.48 $568.50 $439.00 43,417.00 $ 25,297.58 e,', $ 62.46
. .

c.. ,
, f

mmwm.

Figure 7. SUMMARY OF HEALTH SERVICES EXPENDITURETBY MONTH FORISEPTEMB1D1981 - MAY, 1982:

.16

v.

.16

41
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'PARENTAL 'INVOLVEMENT COMPONENT k 1

HOW HAS THE STRUCTURE OF THIS cOMPONENT' CHANGED FROWLAST YEAR?

,

During the District's adminiStrative reorganization; the staff id this corr.

ponent were structured in a different way from previous years. The congmunity

representatives were Split,into elementary and secondary. The two secondary II

community representatives were supervised by the Secondary Migrant Coordinator.

The one fulltime and one half-time elementary community representatives were
supervised by.the Title I/Migrant/Title VII Parental Involvement Specialist.
For the first time, the Title VII aad Title I community rapreSentatives also
recruited migrant parents. The responsibility for parental involvement was .

seen as a management fundtion in the new District organization.

'-

HAVE THERE BEEN
,

ANY CHANGES IN THE PARENTAL ADVISORY COUNCIL .(PAC) STRUCTURE?

Yes. BLast spring parents voted to separate the Districtwide PAC into an II
Elemedtary Title I/Migrant Districtwide PAC and a Secondary Migrant District-

wide PAC. Although there were still local campus PACs at the elementary level,
IIthe Secondary Migrant Districtwide PAC was the only PAC foi migrant parents

at the secoddary level.
.

t .

I

ii

.
WAS AN WENTARY TITLE I/MIGRANT.DISTRICTWiDE PAC ESTABLISHED?

II

Yes. 'A total of eight meetings were held. Across all meetitgs, 63 mitrant .

parents attended the meeftngs. A total of 92 migrant parents attended the
4 IIcombined Elementary and Secondary Title I/Migrant PAC in 1980-81. Since the

secondary parents had their own PAC,this year, these figures are notdirectly

comparable.

- . . il

WAS.A SECONDA1RY MIGRANT DISTRICTWIDE PAC ESTABLISHED?

-I

,

a
, Yes. Six meetings were h lleld in a with 54 Miirant,parerits in attendanc

II
(across all meetings). ,

4

WERE LOCAL CAMPUS PACS.ESTABLISHED AT THE ELEMENTARY LEVI:a,

All ,schools that had a Title I/Migrant Program or a Migrant Program
6. teacher established PACs by having at least one maeting.

.

HAS THE ATTENDANCE OF MIGRANT PAR §4AT THE LOCAL-CAMPUS PACS IMPROVED OVER

THE LOW LEVEL OF ATTENDANCE IN di?

Yes.. In 100-81, a total of 145 migrant parents attended a local-campus
meeting (both elementary and secondary). In 1981-82, 160 migrant parents

attended a meeting of a local-campus PAC (eleientary only). In 1980-81,

97 elementary,parents attended local meettags, so the 160 total figure for
elementary local-PAC attendance this year is quite'an 4mprovement.

1
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HOW DO TITLE I.AND MIGRANT PARENTS WANT TO BE INVOLVED IN THEiE PROGRAMS?

Eaiiy in the spring a survey was mailed to a sample of Title I and Migrant
Program parents ed ascertain how paredts wanted to be involved i1i the programs.
Of the 16rents responding, the top choices were helping out at their child's
school and attending parent-training workshope. The first two choices for
areAs in which they wanted training were helping theit child read at home
and helping theit child with math at home.

J.

WAS THE MIGRANT PROGRAM STAFF SATISFIED WITH THE PARENTAL INVOLVEMENT ,

COMPONENT?

In a'spring questiOnnaire, both elemilitary- and secondary-level Migrant Program
teachers mpressed dissatisfaction with their PACs. Dissatisfaction was also
expressed by teachers last year. la the same questionnaire, elementary
teachers were satisfied with the services provided by the community repre-
sentatives. The secondary teachers,dhowever, were ,(overall) neutral about

the seryices provided'by their community representatives--with some being
satisfied and some being dissatisfied. .

The Title I/Migrant AlMinistrator, the Parental Involvment Specialist,.and
the SecOndary-Migrant Coordinator all were generally satisfied with the
functioning of this component. All felt the elementary/secondary split
in PACs and community representatives allowed the program to better serve
parents' heeds. The 'Parental Involvemerit Specialist felt'it was a plus that
all the community representatives (Title I and Title VII) know 'About the
program and now recruited eligible parents for the program. This increas0
the resources of the program. Both theAdministrator and the Parental Involve- Ns.,

ment Specialist felt parents were nqt as involved in the prggram as they
'wobld like.

MSRTS COMPONENT
WHAt1S THE MIGRANT STUDENT:RECORD TRANSFER SYSTEM (MSRTS)?

The MSRTS is a natidnal-level record-keeping system deaigned to maintain files
on eligibility.forms, health data, instructional data, and achievement data,
on all iigrant students. The MSRTS records ara.sac, as,the student migrates
from school district to school district to provide each new school district
with information about the healEh, instructional, and achievement data on
that stude15.5,at the previous school(s).' There is a system of files that the
District's 71uas Clerk is required to maintain which contains.the students'

7 eligibility forms for the program and other MSRTS records on each studeht..
The files are required to be kept_in a certain order,,and various records
updated and sent to the tentral office at various points during the year.

'Xs
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HOW DOES THIS YEAR'S MSRTS RECORD-KEEPIN6 COMPARE WITH LAST YEAR'S RECORD-

KEEPING?

Zn examining the objectives set bY'the Texas iducation Agency in the appli-
cation for funding of Title I Migrant, it was noted that nearly all of the
objectives wete met and they Weie generally met on time. Informatlon
gathering and updating required by,the systeM were done on time and in good
order. The record-keeping this rear was better and more timely than that
noted in 1980-81. Not all the objectives were met on time because,of
several two-day deadlines which required contact with a large number of
schools. In a spring ilierview, the Title I/Migrant Admistrator felt
eligibility folios had been processed more efficientlyhis year.

HavLDO MIGRANT'PROGRAM STAFF PERCEIVE-11-IE MSRTS SYSTEM?

On a questionnaire sent to Migrant Program teachers.in the spring, teachers
expressed a neutral attitude toward tWe'system. Last year when asked,
teachers generally reported not using'the system. The Titld'I/Migrant
Administrator inacated the MSRTS,syatem is required for,the'Migrant Program
to be funded, so AISD will dbntinue its use. Sincepur DistriCt.has so many
formerly migratory students and so few currently migratory.students (for
which most of the MSRTS system components are geared), the system is not as
useful,to out Dibtrict as.it might be to others with large numbers of current-
ly migratory students. .

K-12 LONGITUDINAL EitATA FILE

AR*g THE ACHIEVEMENT GAINS OF MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO HAVE BEEN SEEN ZERO, ONE,

TNO, THREE, OR FOUR YEARS BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DIFFERENT?

A data,file was created to coMpare the achievement gains from the spring of

1981 to the spring of 1982 (for grades 2-12). The students on the file were:

migrant students who had not baen served by a Migrant Program teacher during

the last four years (1981-82 through 1978-79); migrant students who had been

served by a Migrant Program teacher only bne,pf the last four years; migrant
students who had been served by a Migranttrogram tejcher two of the last

four years; migrant,students who had been served by a Migrant Program

teacher three of the lasi four years; and migrant students who had beeh

served all foUr of the last four years. The ITBS and STEP.Reading Total

scores were used for grades 2-12, while the ITBS Language Total,scores (fall,

1981 and spang,, 1982) were used for kindergarten.

In comparing the achievement gains of'the students
served.one, two, three, Cr four years by a Migrant
discernable differences could *found in favor of
regardless ok the length of time served. This was

examined for just those students wtio scored at the

-19

riot served with those
Program teacher, no
students who were served
true even when gains were
30th %ile or below.
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Instrument Description: ,Teabo4y Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVI-R)

Brief description of the instrument:The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised
(PPVT-R) is a standardized vecabulary,test of verbal ability. Tt is an in-

dividually administered, untiMed test. The.cue words given=to the subjects

depend on .their age and responses: younger thildren begin with easier words. I.

a child missee any.of the-first eight pictures, easier cue words are presented'
in order to establish a basal level of eight correct tesponses: Studants who do

not make eight cortect responses in a row during the testing are said to have noi

teethed a "basal score." Increased artor of measurement is probably associated

loath their 'scores.
To wham was ihe instrument administered?

To students in the Title I, Title VII, and Title I Migrant prekindergarten

programs.
f

Raw maay tines was the instrument administered?

Twice to each student. Xudents were randomly assigned either Form L or

Form M for the protest, and then given the alternate form for the posttest.

When was the instrument administered?

The pretests were administered between October 19, 1981 and November 3, 1981.
The .posttasts were administered berwien April 19, 1982 and May 7, 1982.

Where was the instrument administered?-

Each child was .tested individually by a in che hall, in an empty

roam, empty office, or other area the schoo made available for testing.

4

Who administeied the instrument? 4.

The Title I Migrant evaluator, the Title VII evalaator, a Title I evaluation

assistant, or one of four ex-teachers hired specifically for PPVT testing.

Whattraining did the administrators have?

Each tester was provided instructioii in giving the PPVT and practice in

its administration With Apveral non-AISD children.

Was the instrument administered under stantdardized conditions?

Yes, except for variation.; in roam location or arrangement.

Wets there oroblems with the itstrument or the administration 'that mi2ht

affect thavaliditv oi the data?

None were identified, except as noted ihave for students gho did not reach a

a basal score.

%hd develooed :he instrumint?

Lloyd M. Dunn, Ph.D., and Leota H. Dunn; I
'4

Uitt reliability and validitv data are available on the instrument?.

The PPVT-R test manual provided extensive information on test development,
norm4.reliability, validity, att. keliabilities range'from .61 to .88

(splix-half), and from .71 to .89 (alternate forms).

Art there norm data available for interoretin2 the regults?

Yes. 'Standard norms are provided.

. 22
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PEABODY iICTURE VOCABULARY fEST.

Purpose

The Peably Picture Vocabu ry Test - Revised (PPVT-R) was administered

to Migran , Title,I and T le VII prekindergarten students in order to
gather information relevant to the following decision and evaluation
questions:

Title I
4

Decision question D4: Should.the Title I Early dhildhood
tducation Program be continUed as it is, discontinued,'or
modifiedq If so, how should-it be modified?

Evaluation Question D4-1: Was the objective of
the Early Childhood Education Program, met?

Migrant

Decision Question Dl: Should the pre-K Instructional
Component be continued as itis, modified, ordeleted?

Evaluation Question D1-1: 'were the achievement

objectives met?

Evaluation Question D1-2: How do the pre/posttest
gains made by the Migrant pre-K students on the
PPVT compare with the pre/posttest gains made by
the Title I and Title VII pre-K students?,

Evaluation Question D1-3: HOw do ihe 'pre/posttest

gainb made by Migrant and Title I pre-K students'.
this year compare with gains made in 1980-81?
With gains made by Title I pre-K studefits in

..1979-80?

Information Need 117: How many Migrant students were pre- and posttested

by grade level?.

. Title VII.

Decision Question D2: What components of the program should be

modified to accomplish the, objectives of the program more fully?

Evaluation Question D1-4, D2-1: Has the program

impacted English.language skills?

Evaluation Queuion'Di-7, D2- : How do children

/ n Title'VII Pre-K compare in terms of academic
athievement with'other pre- Programs within

the District?

23
A-3
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Many other questions about the PPVT data were included,in the Yitle VII

design and are answered inthe Title VII Technical Report.

-Procedure

.Alel Title I, Migrant, and Title VII prekindergArten students were eested

twice during the school year on the PeabodY Picture Vocabulary Test-Revised
(pPVT-R). The PPVT-R was administered as a pretebt from October 19, 1981

to November 6, 1981, and as a posttest from April 19, 1982 to May 7, 1982.

Since the PPVT-R is an individually administered test,.several individuals

were hired to assist with the pre- and posttesting. Tfiey were given

training in administration and scoring of the PPVT-R. Practice training

sessions were conducted beforeboth the pre- and pqpttesting. With the

cooperation of the University Day Care Center, the testers received

;actual practice giving the PPVT-R to young children. The practice testing

was conducted by the Migrant EvaluAtor, the Title I Evaluation Intern, and

all but one of the testers.
A

The PPVT-R hasLtoe forms--L and M. Both forms were used in the testing.

Half the children in each class were randomly assigned Form L and_half

were randomly assigned Form M for the pretesting. The opposite form was

given to the child for the posttest. 'Therefore each child with both a

pre- and posttest.has a Form L score and Form M score.

A memo (Attachment A-1) was sent in Septemlber tO the Title I, Migrant, and

Title VII prekindergarten teachers to advise them of'the PPVT-R pretesting.

Early in October, the teachers were called tb schedule each of the pre-

kindergarten classes for testing. The prekindergarten students were tested

in their own schoolse and All testing was conducted in English. However,

all Title VII studenOs were also tested, with a Spanish version of the

older PPVT. These data are reported in a separate'appendix in the Title VII

Technical Report. Make-up testing was conducted the week after the
regular testing; or in some cases, on.the day following the'scheduled

testing date.

In early December, the prekindergarten teachers were sent their students'

pretest results (see Attachment A-2) in the form of standard scores. Included II

in Attachment A-2 is a sample-of a class repore of these results. Title I

prekindergarten teachers were also sent a summary of percentile Scores.

On:April 1, Title I; Migrant,and Title VII prekindergarten teachers were

sent a memo (see Attachment A-3) to advite them of the posttesting daees.

The teachers were assigned posttesting times. As with the pretesting,

make-up testing was conducted the week after the regular testing.,

The prekindergarten teachers received their classes' scores and class gains

just before the last day of school. A memo (Attachment A-4) explained t:le

results. Each teacher was giVen comparilon data fbr, their program.

Attachmene A-4 includes a sample class printout. The PPVT-R's were all
_

handscored 1:;y ORE staff or the testers!, I
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The administration procedures for the PPVT-R were followed 1.rery strictly.
Title I and Migrant teachers were asked to indicate which Studenti were
'Spanish dominant (or other-than-English dominant) before the children
were tested.

Analyses

The PPVT-R scale scitre was the Unit of.analysis. The analyses used'in
answering the evaluation questions are a series of regression model com-
parisons. Models used in comparing the three groups are shown in
Attachment A-5. Children from all three programs (Migrant, Title I and
Title VII) were indluded in the analyses for comparison purpoées.
Regression information from the 'models-in Attachment Log-5 can be used to
test several hypotheses. Are the lines linear raqier than curvilinear?
If the lines are curvilinear,.is the degree of curkrature the same for all
groups? *4kre,differences between the groups the same at a/1 levels of the
pretest (different slopes)? Are there any differences between the groupt
(different intercepts)? Mbre information about the models and hypotheses
is contained in Attachment A-5. 'Attachment-A76 contains the file layout
for the data file, which is file,PPVTTOT on tape A020 at the University
of Texas. Attachment A-7 contains computer printouts generated by the
analyses.

Results I
How

t

do the iains made 13'y lie prekindergarten Audents comppre among the
three programs (Title I, Title ; Migrant, and Title VII)?'-'

All students with a valid pre- and posttest score were included, regard ess
of whether the children reached the basal level on the PPVT. A comparison
of Model lliersus Model 5 proved significant, indicating that the data-
were curvilinear. Figure A7-1 gives the F values of each model comparison

that was made. A comparison of Model 1 versus Mbdel 2 also proved to be
etatistically significant, indicating that the quadratic component was not

the same for the three programs. Thus, Mbdel 1 was considered to be the
best model for showing differences between the groups.

Figure A72 plots the results from Mbdel 1.. The,horizontal axis reflecti
the Fall, 1981 pretest scores on the PPVT, while the vertical axis plots
the Spring, 1982 posttest scores; The Title I students are represented by
a solid line, while the Migrant students are Shown by the line containing

"X's", and the,Title VII students are represented by a line containing squires.

As can be seen from Figure Pe-2, the gains for students with relatively high
pretest scores did not differ much between the three programs. However,,

for the majority of students who had moderate pretest scores, Title I stu-
dents showed greater gains than did Title VII students, who showed greater

gains than did Migrant students. Finally, for students with extremely low

scores on the pretest, Title I students showed the greatest gains, but-

Migrant' students made greater gains than7did Title VII students. .

k-5
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F. VALUES FOR- SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS --THREE GROUP CASE

GRADE 0

TEST * ALL- VALID
NUMBER OF CASES 323

MODEL I VS,MODEL 5CURVILINEAR VS.LINEAR

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 44570.10976

SUm OF SQUARES, DEL 5 is 45989.4666

mODEL 1 vs MODEL 2COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 44570.10976

SUM OF'SQUARES, mODEL 2 45903407876

MODEL 2 vS MODEL 3-7PARALLEL CURVILINEAR StOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 45903.07 5

iUM OF SQUARES, mODEL 3 49629.51194

10

OF 3, 314 F 3.333160946950587

(p < .05)

OF 2, 314 F 4.695436787723986

cp < .05).

2, 316 r.- 12.82631313037984

(p < .0.5)

30DEL I VS MODEL 3---PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF squAns, 40DEL 1 44570.10976
OF

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 49629.51194

1ODEL3 VS MODEL 4--EQUAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

SUM OS SQUARES, MODEL.1 a9629.51194

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 . 52397.38028*

0DEL 5 VS MODEL 6--COmMON LINEAR SLOPES

SUm OF SQUARES, mODEL 5 . 45982.4666

SUM OF SQUARES, mODEL 6 me. 49719.17978

',MODEL 6 V5 VIAL 7--.COMMON LINEAR INTiACEPTS

SUM'OE SQUARES, mODEL 5 = 49719.1797S

sum OF SQUARES, MODEL 7 32837.2:1545

OF .

4; 314 3.910973593483021

(p < .05)

2, 318 F = 9.867527583024529

(p < .05)

OF = 2, 317 F = 12.85423777952567

(p '.05)
1

OF 1.12, 119 F ,10.00274835718539

< .05)

Figure A-1. 'F-,;-IESTS POR ALL STUDENTS IN EACH'OF THREE GROUPS.
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In summary, the Title I students showed gteater gains tlian other studeritS

at all but the highest pretest levels. Migrant students made greater

gains than Title VII students at the lowest pretest levels, while the

reverse was.true for those with mnderate pretest scores, where)Title VII

students made,greater gains. It Should be noted that the scoies for all'

students were compared to standardized national norms, on which no gain
?

in standard scores would be expected normally.

A

How do gains of Title'I and Migrant students compare with thode made in'

previous Years? a

A separate analysis on a more restricted group of students was performed

in...order to compare the results with those,of the previous years. On1y

those students a basal score on the PPVT for both pretest and pdattest

were included in this analysis (N = 236). In effect, this analysis reflects

the pattern that is seeriin the uPper portion of the pteviously discussed
Figure A-2 (includes,most of the students with standard scores above 40.)

As noted in Figure A-3, a camparison of Model 1 vs. Model. 5 .indicated

significant curvilinear effects for all programs. A comparison of Model l'

vs. Model 2 was not significantAndicating that the programs shared a

cammon quadratic slope.- Comparison of.Model 2 vs. Model 3 was also not

significant, indicating that the common quadratic slopes were parallel. A

comparison,1of Model 3 vs. Model 4.proved significantjindidating that the

programs had different intercepts for this restricted group of students.

For this testricted group, the'Title I intercept has higher, followed by

the Title VII, and then by the Migrant program students.

Figure .A,4 shows the results f6r Model 3. 'These results are consistent

with those of previous years, in which Title I students showed the,greatest

gains. However) it should be noted that students in the Title I program

are not necessarily comparable to Migrant or Title VII students, even

when differences in pretest scores have been adjusted for. Interviews with

prekindergarten teachers (Appendix J) indicated that the lack of an- aide in

Title I and Migrant classes ptesented,problems for the teachers, in spite

of the smaller.class size.* Figure A-5 is a bat graph comparing.the average

gains of prekindergarten students with basals across the previous three

years. Students.from different program years may be systematically'different

in various ways, however, and the PPVT-R may show different patterns than the

PPVT in,1979-80 or 1980-81.

Evaluation Question 154=1. Was the objective ofthe Early Childhooetducation,

. Program met? (Titie I only)

2igure.A-6 are the'stratified expected gains for the Title I prekindergarten

students on the PPVT. The objectives were based on performances of 1980-1981

prekindergarten students. The percentage ofatudents making each gain is also

listed. Although the assessment of these stratified objectives very

difficult, it would appear that many morestudents than expected made gains of'

214standard score points, and that fewerlentS than expected made stall

gains.

*All Title VII CiSsses did have full-time aides.

28
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F VALUES FOR MS REGRESSION RESULTS--THREE GROUP CASE

GRADE 0

TEST RESTRICTED
, NUMBER OF CASES 236

MODEL I VS MODEL 5CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL I 21770.45351

SUM OF SQUARES, 40DEL i'M 22578.33381

MODEL I VS MODEL 2COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF 'SQUARES, MODEL I a 21770.43351
.DF 2, 227

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 a 22036.67708

DF a 3, 227

MODEL. 2 VS MODEL 1PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 a 22036.57708
OF a 2, 229

SUM OF SQUARES, 40UEL 3 a 22571.32015.

MODEL I VS MODEL"3PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

F 2.807918212513003

(p < .05)

F 1.387953410392688

(NS)

F a 2.777942939979772

(NS)

SUti OF SQUARES, MODEL I a 2100.45351
OF a 4, 227 F 24187554343035319 '

SUM OF'SQUARES, MODEL 3 a 22571.32015

4
.P1S)

MODEL3 VS MODEL 4EQUAL,QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 22571.32015'

SCM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 a 23968.66325

MODEL 5 VS MODEL 6--COMMON LINEAR SLOPES

DF 2, 231 7 0 7.4,69 237039642095

(p < .05)

SUM.OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 a 22578.33381
OF 2, 230

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 a 22889.12739

,MODEL.6 VS MODEL 7rCONMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 a .22889.12739
OFa 2, 232

-SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 7-0 '24270.56562

Yigure F-TESTS FOR-STUDENTS WITH BASAL SCORES.

F I-582989338397061

(NS)

F 7:001002351448756

(p < .05)
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STAND4RD SCORE EXPECTEa ACTUAL.

GAIN GAINS GAINS

21 or more

points

11-20 points

6-10 points

1-5 points

()points or
less ,

25% 33.0%

22% 24.4%

14% 10.4%

7% .13.97.

32% 18.3%

Figure A-6. EKPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS
ON THE PPVT FOR MEASUREMENT
OF THE TITLE I OBJECTIVES.

"
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1

When examining results for all 115 students in the Title I prekindergarten
program, the average gain score was 14.40. For the restricted sample of
Title I students who had a legitimate basal score on the PPVT, the average
gain score was 12.42 (N = 94). Either of tfiese comparisons to the e

1980-1981 scores are favorable, since thd average gain for 1980-1981 was

10.84 (N = 122) when only those students with basal scores were assessed.

The question of whetheror not to include students without basal scores
in the analyses raises complex. issues. It is likely that students without

basal scores have more measureicient error associated with their pretest

scores, and have more saps in their language ability than did.students
with basal scores. However, those students without basal scores may also
be the ones who are most in need of the prekindergarten program, and it
seems desirable to include them whenever a reasonable conclusion can be
drawn about the appropriate standard score for such children. Figure Pe-7

illustrates the different mean gains that occur whet the analyses are
conducted ustag all students, or only those with basal scores.

S.

sir
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AUSTIN INDEPENtENT SCROOTa-DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

Atta hment A-1

$eptember 11, 1981 (Page of 2)

*

TO: Title I, Migrant,:and Title VII Prekindergarten Teachers

FROM: Martial ..ta, Title VII Evaluation 446
Catherin istner, Migrant Evaluator
Karenersrud, Title I Evaluator

SUBJECT: Prekindergarten Achievement Pretest

The Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT) will be used again this year

to measure prekindergarten achievement results. This will be a more recent

version of the PPVT test, but the tasting will be conducted in the same

canner as it was last year. The testing dates will be in October during

the petiod of the 19th through the 22nd and the 26th through the 29th.

Several teachers lait year had very good success in getting high student

attendance and posttive student attitudes on the day of testing. The

children were told about the testing beforehand. Notes were sent home

adking parents to be sure the child got lots of sleep and came to school on

the testing.day. The children were very eager to participate and were not

a* all anxious.

Emportant points to remember about the testing are:

We will be caliing each of you later in September

to schedule a testing date.

e. We will start testing when your class begins in

the morning and be iinished'before lunch.

Each child will betested iadividually and will be

out of your class between five.and fifteen :minutes.'

As always your,cooperation is greatly appreciated. Feate feel free to

call with any questions.

CC:KC:MA:lg

APPROVED:
iractor, Research and Ev,Suation

--7 t - /
APPROVM: t / 71 IA

Assistant Superintendent for Rletentary Education

cc: Anita Uphaus
Lee Laws
Oscar Cantu

Rodriguez

nita Coy

Timy Baranoff
Lawrence Buford
Principals with Migrant Title ;, and Ticl. 7:: ora-:

teachers
Iva,livera

A-15
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of'Research and Evaluation

November 11, 1981

TO: Principals witia Title I Pre Kindergarten Programs
Title I:Pre-Kindergarten eachers

FROM: Karen Carsrud, Joe Buries n

I.SUBJECT:
Peabo0 Picture Vocabulary Test Results

A

Attachment A-2
(Page l'of 4)

-Enclosed are the, results for your.pre-kindergarten class op, the Peabody
Picture Vocabulary Test administered in October of this year: In an e fort

to make these scores more meaningful, we have translated each child's ra
score into a percentile score, based on scores made by others Of his age
across the nation. Of course, like scores from any test, these _are subject
to fluctuation. The scores could.be in error by as muCh as mo to three
percentile points in eitheedirection.

Please call us if you have any questions concerning the testing procedures
Ora child's score. The posttesting will be done in April, 1982. More in-

formation will be sent to you about this nextyear.

t:1 ZApproiledW//?,),' ,/ :7

Director Offite of Resear& and Evaluation

Approved: 2,6( 70.4,e4//:
Assistant Superintendent, Elementary EdUcition

JB/lw

Endlosures

cc: Timy Baranoff
Lawrence Buford
Oscar Cantu
Anita Uphaus

A-17
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EARLY CHILDHOOD EDUCATION
FALL 1981 TESTING,

'PEABODY PICTURE VOCABULARY TEST

Attachment A-12

(continued, page 2 of 11-

...m..

... I. ,
.

The,following scores are percentile scores of all the children in your clasa.

Percentile scores tell how each child scores relative to other children of
11

the .same age across the nation. For example, if a child scores at the 40th

percentile, he/she scored better than forty percent of children in the country.

If he/she scored at ;he 1st percentile (1), then he/she scored better than
II

one.percent of children.

SCHCOL
. .

THACHER

11

TEST DATE
,

PERCENTI4 ,
PERCENTILE II,

STUDiNT'S NAME ,
SC6RE. , STUDENT'S NAME SCORE

1

ir
t Ik.

,

. ,

4.

II'. . .

If theie Itg any questioas, feeLfree co contact Joe Burleson ac the Office,

of Research and Evaluation at .458.-1227. .
... i 16

. .1/

e
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Pall 1981.

Attachment -A!..2

(continued, page 3,of 4)

Explanation Sheet-Peabody Picture Vocabulary Pretest

Standard 'Score

.k

.Language (Lang)

0

This is the student's score put in a,
standardized form for comparison purposes
wifiv-the,national sample of children whoi
took.the Peabody ia 1979. The national
sample had a Mein standard score of 100
with a standard deviation of:15.

This is the language in which the chiloi#as:
dominant according to the child's!teaCh0.'
at the time of testing.

Possibly Invalid //\ There is i yes listed in this column if the
tester felt the ahild's-score Wai not valid
'for some reason - for exaimple"- the child
would not speak'at all.

If an aiterisk is by a child's scale score it indicates this is an extrap-
,olated score. Since scores at these levels were not provided by the test
publisher, we extrapolated downward from the scores provided to give you an

lidea of haw your students scored relative to each other.-

In the class and.program totals these extrapolated scores and the tests con-
tidered possibly invalid were excluded from the averages.

4 2
A-19
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Prniwr vor %Rut. ARY PE SIN TS to.

,

T I TIE I Atm 1116PArt1 11/23fq

a a STANDARD SCDPE WAS 'EXTRADOL,ATED FROM R AM SCOPE - NOT- INCL MED .141 TOTALS
411,

tivir
S TA NOmip

SCORE
'POSSIBLY

LANG. INVALID

1

113 ENG
80 -EnG
)6* SPAN
87 ENG
62 EtIG
71 ENG .
94 ENd.
79 FIIG
61 Eqr;

-NG
87 .

0 y.!.s
.69 NG

17* SPAN
ENG

46 ENG

CLASS` TOTALS 997 '

MAL' -STUDENT S j6 STUDENTS MIDI VAL ID .SCORESb. 13

CLASS AVERAGES 76.69

UhF ! CLASS TP.Tig.S 648
TOT AL STUDENTS "9 STULTENTS 11ITH VAL ID'SCOBES.;:-
II TT r 1 CLASS AVERAOES 81.00 )

MIGRANT CL ASS TOTALS 349
TOT AL STUDENTS STUDENTS 11! pi vim. p.
1IOR ANT CLASS AVERAGES 69.80

lPRaPAN .TOTAL- 8671.
TOT 4.1 STUDENTS 124 mann WITif ,VAL sums-1'14

! PROGRAM. AVERAGE . 76.08

"IG'lANI PROGRAM MAL_ -
IDTAI kIiiDENTS

+0

7471 t04

121 STUDENTS WITH VALID SCORES-- 102 0

MIGRANT PROGRAM AVERAGE .73.2c
_

.am as I= EN 1E1 I= I= or ri , am wie.



I.

1

1

81. 26

AUSTIN INDEPENDLIT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation'

Mardh 22, 1982

Attachment A-3

TO: Title I, Migrant, and Title y11 Prekindergarten Teachers

FROM: Martin Arocena, Title VII Evaluator!**
Catherine Christner, MigrandoEvaluator 011
Karen Carsrud, title I EvaluatorcZe',

kBJECt: Prekindergarten Achievement Posttest

This spring the peabody Picture Vocabulary Test (PPVT) will be given to
all prekindergarten students as a measure of achievement. This will be
the same tevised version of the test administered last fall. Each

student will receive the alternate fora from the one they received in

the fail. The testing dates wiil.be April 19 - April 30 with make ups

May 3-7

The testing last fall was,a resounding success experience for the students.
Many teachers had informed their students about the test beforehand. Notes

were sent home asking parents to be sure.the child got lots of sleep and
came to school on the scheduled test day. The testers were extremely
pieasec. with haw well the testing went for each child, and the children
seemed to enjoy themselves, too.

Again, some important points to remember about the testing are:

We will be calling eadh ofyou early in April, to
schedule a testing date.

We will start testing when yout class-begins in the .

morning and.be finished before lunch.

Each child will be ffsted individually and will be

out of your class between ten and fifteen minutes.
r .

Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated. Please feel. free to call with

any questions. We look forward to seeing eadh Of you this sptling.

Approved:

,Oproved:

4/

Direct of Office of Rese rch.and Evaluation

A Aidef
Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education

CC:KC:MA:lfs

cc: Anita Uphaus
Lee Laws
Oscar Cantu
Hermelinda Rodriguez
Anita Coy

7

Timy Earanoff
Ruth MacAllister
Principals with Migrant, Title I-, and Title VII pre-

kindergarten teachers
-Eva Aivera

A-11g.



81.26 Attaihment

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT .
(Page 1 of'2)-

Office of Research and Evaluation

May 24, 1982

TO:- Title d Migrant Program Prekindergarten Teachers

FROM: Chtherine Thristner, Karen Carsrud

SUBJECT: Peabody Posttest Scores

Enclosed are the results from the posttesting of your students. For each
student posttested, you will find a posttest standard score. If the student

was also,pretested, he:she will have a pretest score listed and a gain score

listed. 'For your students,,their language dominance (at the time of pretesting)

is listed.

For each class And each program an average pretest, score, an average post-

test score, and an average gain score were camputed., These data for your

class and program Are listed:

?lease call us if you have any questions.

CC:1g
Enclosure

cc: Anita Uphaus
Oscar Cantu
Lee'Laws
Timy Baranoff
Principals with PreLK Teachers

APPROVED:

APPROVED:

/ / //

irector, searc and EValuation

Aff_ //..
Assistant Superintendent for E1ementar ducation,,

A-22

46
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PEABODY STANDAPO SCORE EESUITS

STUOL41
MAME

/ULF I /MD 05/25/02

STANDARD SUMS TANG--
PRE PDST GAIM

64 91 3' fl1C,
07 190 1,?
66 71
7,6 09 13

11 rtn;

106 1.09 via

91 EMG
92 101 11 CMG
CA 8u, 2e . UM;
no 92 4 rm
82 93 11 EMG
55 81 29 FmG
26 41 21 SPAM,
13 93 20 EMG

CLASS AVERAGES'
4.

sionEws PRETESTED'
SJUDEUTS POSTIESTW

1111/ '0-00DENTS WITU VALID GATM

.
TITLE I PROGRAM AVERAGES _12,a10 a6A111 .11125.

MIGRANT PROGRAM AVERAGES

47

. 12''

14
12

STUDENTS PRETESTE0 .' 114
slunrhTs PPSTTESTE0 122
STMENTS VAL/D GAIM 114

*S1MDENTSTRETESTED 109
STUDENTS nnsurstFn 116

J16815 _11A62 _112.1.6 cTIMENTS WITU VALID 014 109
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MODEL SPECIFICATION AND ANALYSIS

Attachment 'ATS

A series of linear models was used to maks comparisons amang.the three
programs on the pattern of achievement gains A:tdescription of each

modal is as follows: '

Contains saparare linear, curvilinear and group membership
componentsfior each program. This allow* for independent
curvilinesx ragressioa lines.

MOdal 2: Contains separate linear and group membership conponçnts,
buts comMon curvilinear vector. This requires uad7

thratio component of i regression lines to' be equalfor
iich.gromp, although the intercepts and slopes may diffar
for.each group.

Modal 3: Contains separate gtouvmembership vectors but common
linear and curvilinear vectors. This requires'perallel
curvilinear regression lines, althouih intercepts may
differ.

Modal 4: Coatains only a common linear and a common curvilinear
vector. This requires parallel curvilinear'regre5sion
lines with.a common intercept,

Modal 5: Contains separate linear and group membarihip vettors, and
no curvilinear vectors. This allowmindepandent linear
regression lines.

Model 6: Contains separate,graup mglbarshap vectors, a common
linear vector anCno curvilinear vectors. VAS requires
comman linear sloOes, although the intercapta mgy differ.

Modal 7: Contains only a common linear vector for each group. This
requires common linear slopestand common intercepts.

The following comparispns were made co_test.fbr differential pattera
' among the three programs:

'

Modal 173 Model 5: This casts whathai the lines are curvilinear or

linear. Tho results determine whether ona examines the'curvilinear
,or linear-cascades. for the best solution. ,

Model I vs Model 2:, This casts whether the degree of ourvilinearity
is the same for eath group; ia., whether the quadratic components
of the regression lines are equal for all groups.

Modal 2 vs Modal 3: This comparison determines whether the slopes
oA the regression lines are aquaktor all-groups..

Model 1 vs Nodal 3: This tests whether the lines are parallel, in
affect making the above two comparisons simultanaoutly.

'Modell vs Modal 4: This tastsyhather the lines are separate or
have the same intercept, givanthat they are curved and parallel.'

Modal 5 vs Modal 6: This casts whether the groups -have common linear
slopes.

Model 6 vs Modal 7; This casts whether the groupehave 'common linear

, intercepts.

ta general, one first makes the Model 144i Modal 5 comparison. If this

cast is significant, ona examines the next fodi comparisons of Modals

1, 2, 3, and 4. tf the Modal.1 vs Model 5 comparison is not significant,
one. examines the last two comParisons tasting Models 5, 6, end 7.
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Instrument Description: Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, 1978 Edition. Form 7

Brief description of the instrument:

The ITBS is a standardized multipr oice achievement battery.
Laval 5 was given to kindergarten 4tudents to M011stire skills in the areal of lis-
tening (spring only), language (fall and spring),.and math (spring only).i Levele
7 and 8 were given to grades 1 and 2, respectively, to measure skills in the er
of,word analysis, vocabulary, reading cmprehanstion, spelling, math concepts, mat
problems, and math computation. ITBS levels 9-14 were administered to grades 3-8
with the test level for students ia-grades-4-6 thosen-on the basis of their pre

vious achievement scores (with teacher reilaw). LiVels, 9-14 include subtests in
all the areas mentioned for levels 7 and 8, except forrword analysis. .In addi-
tion levels 9-14 include subteets measuring capitalization, punctuation, usage,
visu:1 materials, and refemeop-saterials.

To whom was the instrument administered?

All elementary and junior high students, grades K4. Special education students
were exempted as par Board Policy 5127 and its supporting administrative regula-
tion. Students of limited English proficiency (LEP) were not exempt, but could be
excused after one test on which they coula not function validly. Scores for stu-
dehts wbo were monolingual or dominant in a langusie other than English were not
included in the school or District summaries.
How many times was the instrument administered? 1

Once to each student in grades 1-8, twice'to studentslin kindergarten.,

,

Then was the instrument a4m4-0_stered?

Kindergarten students were tested the week of September 8-11. The elementary
schools administered the.tatt April 20, 21, and 22 to students idkrades K-6. The
dates for the junior high administration were February 116, 17, and 18. Tests were

administered in the morning. Make-ups'were administereethe week after the regu-
lar testing.

4
Where was the instrument administered?,

.

In each A/SD elementary and junior high Sahool, usually LA the student's,regular
classroom.

Who administered the instrument?

Cltssroom teachers in the elementary 'schools. In the junior high schools, the
counselor Or principal administered the test oven the public address system using
taped directions provided by ORE. Teachers acted as test monitors in their
classrooms at these schools.

What training (lathe administrators have?

.Ruilding Xest Coordinators participated in planning sessions prior to the testing.
Teacher training was the responsibility of the Building Test Gooidinator. However
teacher inservice training was available from ORE upocoreguest. Teachers and coun
selors received written instructions from ORE,Including a checklist of procedures
and a script,to follow in eest administration._

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that might affect
the validity of the data?

No known probless with the-instrument. Problems in the administration are docu-.
manted in the monitors' reports' which are availeble at ORE.

Whb developed the instrument?

The University of Iowa. The ITBS is published by the Riverside Publishing
Company (Houghton Mifflin-Company).

What reliabilitv and validity data are available on the instrument?,

The reliability of the subttsii, as summarized by KuderRichardson Formula 20
coefficient, ranges from ,50 to .98, across subtests and levels. The issues of
content and construct validity are addressed'in the publishies,preliminary
techhical sUmmary, pp. 13-15.

Are there norm data availible,fer interpreting the results?

Norm data are available in the Teacher's Guide. The Teachir's Guide provides
empirical norms (grade eguivalent,, percentile, stenine) for the fel/ and spring.
Interpolated-torus are available for midyear. National, large'city, and school
building norms are available.

.

I.
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IOWA TESTSOF BASIC SKILLS(ITBS)

Purp(Ae

The grade K through eight Migrant Program students Reading Total Scores on

the ITBS and the Math Total scores on the ITBS'for students in the experi-

mental and control groups of the Math Rainbow Kit were gathered to answeX

the following.decision and evaluation questions:

,Decision Question D2: Should the K712 Instructional Component
,(Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

.Evaluation Question D2-1: "Were the adhievement oljectiv

met?

a) Kindergarten

b) Grades 1-8
6

Evaluation Question D2-2t How do the gains made this year

by Migrant' Program students in trades 1-12 compare with.'

'the gains made in 1980-81?

Evaluation Question D2-7: Did the math achievement gains'

of the Math Prainbow K;it participants exceed those of the

.non-participants in .the control group?.

Procedure

On Apri1.20722, 1982 all.IISD kindergarten'through sixth graders (except

thosemith 'special education exemptions) were administered the ITBS. Make-

ups were'Conducted the week of April 2e through April 3Q. All AISD'ith and

8th graders (except those with special education exempt ons) were adminis-

- tered the ITBS on Febuary 16-18, 1982. Make!-ups were a ministered the week

of February 22 through the 26. The procedures used in dministering and

scoring,the ITBS can be found in the Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report

for.1981-82, ORE Publication Numbei 81.24, Appendix E.

,Each K through 8th grade Migrant Program students' reading,scores were

accessed from the Systemwide Testing.data tapes. The data are in the format

shown in Attachment B-1. Those K-6 studenta (Title I and Migrant) in the

experimental and control grOups for the Math gainboWAtit had the math scores

ancessed from the Systemwide Testing data tapes. The data are in the format

shown.in AttaChment B-2. . /

In Attachment.B-3 is given the original Pilot Math Rainbow'Kit Distribttion.

Plan. Holigver as explained is,ApperidirK (81.26),this was changed.early in

the school,year to the plans listed in Attachment B-4 (the experimental

group) and Attachment B75.(the control group). See the procedure section

in Appendix K for a deseription of the;Kit and.how the teachers and students

were chosen.
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Results

Evaluation Question D2-1. Were the achievement objectives met?",

The Migrant Program objective set three performance levels (A, B, qind))
for gains on the ITBS. A students are those at or above the pational
median (50th %ile or above); g studtnts are those 0.01 to 16.0 year below
the national median (49th-31st %ile); and C students are those 1.01 or
more below the'national mpdian (30th %ile or below). The ultimate goal
of the program is that all students score at the A achievement level.
The gains needed for each level (to reach the A level) range from 0 to 1
year to 2.01 or more years. The assessment of achievement of the objec-
tives set in thia stratified manner is difficutt to interpret. i

a) Kindergarten
ONO

In Figure B-1 are presented data' about tlie gains made by the kindergartet
students served by a Migrant Program teacher. The achievement scores used

are based on the studentatscores on the ITBS Language Total in September,
1981 (pre) and April:, 1982 (post). The pdrcent of pttdents who made large
gains (at the C level> was very small, so in this setse the objective was
not'met. However, as can he noted from the figure, the average gain was .

0.6. Although on the posttest the majority of students were Still at the
level, 14 of the 38 students moved to the A and B7level on the posttest,/000

%.

\-
NatibEr and IMIrcent Number and Percent Number and Percent Amerage

Expected , of Students with of Studenp with Expected cif Students hiking' Gain
Performance Pretest Scores at Posttest Scores at Gains (Pre- Gains at Eac)1 (Grade

Level Each-Level Each Level to Post) Level Equivalent)

A .1 (2.6%) 9 (23.7%) 0-1 year 29 (76.3%)

B 3,(7.9%) 9 (23.7%) 1.01-2 years 9 (23.7%) 0.6

c 34 (89.5%) 20 (52.6%) 2.01 or more
years

(i (OE)

Figure B-1: COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A,B, AND C.
LEVELS BY GRADE FOR SERVED MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS IN
KINDER(ARTEN WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST.

Grade 1 I.

There were 66 grade ,1Migrant Program students (served by a Migrant Program '-

'1.5. The expected score for first graders is 1.8 grade

teacher) who had spring 1982 ITBS Reading otal scdres.. The average grade
equivalent score was

T

equivalents. The objective for Migrant Program fIrst graders was to'have
an average score within one month Of that expected. The objective as
stated was not -met since the student4 were three months away from the
expected score.

.#

1.0

c) 'Grades 2-6'

In Figure B-2 ate given the percent gf Migrant Program students (served by
a Migrant Program teacher) scoring at each level on the pre- and posttest,

.B-4 53
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and the percents of students who made each,level gain. The assessment Of

objec&ives as stated is difficult to interpret, but the following can
be noted: the malority of students across aIl;grade levels on both,pre-
and posttests scored at the C level; grades.3, 4, and 6 showed the highest
average gains siade; students rarely show,ed any gaine at the C level as
is the goal of the program.

d) Grades 7 and 8

In Figure B-2 asie also presented he achievement data on migrant students
in grades 7 and 8 served by a grant Programa teacher. Both grade levels
made good gains, especially e 7th graders whose gains were highest across
the grade levels. Althou only 2 students made C level gains, many stu-
dents made.B level gains (the highest percent of g gains were made at
these 2'grades).

Evaluation Question D2-2. How do the gains made 'this year by Ml!grant Pro-

gram students-in grades 1-12 compare with the gains made in 1980-81?.

a) Grade 1

, -
The average grade equivalent score on the ITBS Reading Total for served
first graders was 1.4 in 1980-81. It intreised 0.1 point to an average of

1.5 in 1981-82.

b) Grades 2-8

The average grade.equivalent gaing for these grades (for students served
by a Migrant Program teacher) in 1980-81 and 1981-82 are presented in
Figure B-3.

Grade 1980-81 1981-82

2 0.7 0.7

3 1.0 1.0

4 1.0 0.9

5 0.9 0.7

6 0.5 1.1

7 1.6 1.2

8 1.0 0.8

FigUre B-3. AVERAGE GRADE EQUIVALENT GAINS ON tiE ITBS READING TOTAL
FOR STUDENTS SERVED BY-A/MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER IN 198041
OR 1981-82.

,

4

.

54

4,L

`
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A

Evaluation Question D2-7. Did the.math achievement gains of the Math

Rainbow Kit participants exceed those of the non-participants in the
control group? . .

The analyses used to ascertain.the achievement of thia Objedtive are A

series of linear mddels. Regression analyses are conducted to answer --
are ttle linea curvilinear or linear, are there different Slopes, are there

different intercepts, etc. Mese analyses are documented,in depth in ORE

Publication Letter 81.0.

Analyses were conducted on students in the experimental'and control groups
in grades.2-6 who had a pre-,and posttest. The ITBS Math Total grade

equivalent scores were the units of analysis used. Analyses were done
separately for each grade level. In Attachments B-6 through Bd-10'are

provided the F-tests for the models'tested at each grade level. If the

first test listed is non-significant, then a linear model is the best fit
so one looks at the results in Model 5 VS Model 6 (common linear slopes)
and Model 6 VS Model 7 (common linear intercepts).

In grades"2, 3, and 5 no statistically significant differences were noted
indicating no differences in math scores between the two groups. At grade

4 (see Attachment B-8) there were significant differencep,betWeen the two
groups. The data were plotted to get a better visual comparison of how
the groups aiffergd.

See Figure 8,-3. The experimental group is represented by the solid line
and the control group is represented by the "X" line. At all ranges, the
control group did better than the experimental group. Since the n's are
xelatively small,these data should be interpreted cautitusly. In Figure
B-4 below are given the mean pre- and posttest scores for each group and
their gains. The controitgroup had greater tains on the average.

Pre Post('\_ Gain

Experimental . 3.08 3.64 0.56

(N=26),

Control 3.03 4.00 0.97

(N-31)
0 '1

Figure' B.:4. MEAN PRE- AND POSTTEST MATH TOTAL G.E. -SCOLS FOR THE 4TH
bRADE EXPERIKENTALAND CONTROL 'GROUPS.

At grade 6, significant differences were also found (see Attachment B-10).,
These data were plotted (see Figure B-5).. The experimental group is repre-
seflted by the solid line and'the Control group is represented by the "X"
line. The eXperimental grOup did not do as well as the control grOup at
the lower pretest scores, but then did better than the control group aethe
upper pretest scores. However so few scores were at the fipper ranges that
the control group on the average did better (seeFigure B-6). Again
the numbers in each group are relatively small and the differences should

4 be 'interpretecivery cautiouly.

B-6

1
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1

Pre Post Gain

Experimental- 4.80 5.42. 0.62
(N=10)

'Control 4.9.0 6.00 1.10
(N=20)

Figure B-6. MEAN PRE -.AND POSTTEST MATH TOTAL G.E. SCORES FOR THE
6TH GRADE EXPERIMENTAL'AND CONTROL GROUPS.

These results may reflect differences in. teachers or some othdr faotor.

The school factor is controlled for since two schools only are involved in .

the data and their positions are reversed (one is,in the experimamtal group
at one grade level and in the control group at the other grade level).

Because of distribution problems and mixed results, no conclusions can be
made on the effectiveness of the Math Rainbow Kit at this time.

Miscellaneous

%

What is the achievement level of migrant students?'

In figure B-7 are listed the number and percent of migrant students at each
grade leveI who scored at-the A, 13, andC achieveiint levels on the ITBS
Reading Total in the spring of 1982. The fitures are based on all migrant

students who had test scores. As can be noted from the figure, the major-
ity of students scored at the C achievement level. There were more high

.

scores at third grade than at any other grade.

4
gaw-does migrant students' achievement compare with AISD's achievement?

4

Figure B-8 was prepared to give Comparison figures for AISD kindergarten
through grade 8 students with migrant students. In kindergarten the ITBS
Language Total score was used, while for the other grades the ITBS Reading

Total was-used. As can be noted from the figure, migrant students generally
scored well below AISD students as a whole, and were below the national
figures, too. 4

i
B-7

.4 56
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Expected
Perfoemance
Level

Number and Percent .

of Students with
Pretest Scores at

Each Level
' .

Number and Percent
Of Students with
Posttest Scores at

Each Level

, Number and

Expected Percent of

Gains Pre- Students

tb Postrest Making Gains

at Eacb.Level

_

.Made

Average
Gain

(Grade

Equivalents)

Grade

(N.66)

A
Not applicable

23 (34.8%)
12 (18.2%)
31 (47.0%)

tZt Not

Applitable Applicable
.

"

1.5 Average
'Grade

Equivalent

Grade
2

(N.43)

A
B

, C

a

11 (25.6%4

14 (32.6%)

18 (41.8%)

8' (18.6%)

12 (27.9%)

23 (53.5%)

0 to..1 year
--f,-01-lo 2 yrs. 28

2.01 Or*more 14

years 1

(65.1%)

32.6%)' -

(2.3%)

N 0.7

Grade
3

(N30)

'A
B

c

4 (13.3%)

9 (30.Q%)

17 (56.7%)

7 (23.3%)

8 (26.7%)
15 (50.0%)

'0.to 1 year
1.01 to 2 yraa 16

2.01 or More 13

. years 1

(53.3%)

(43,3%)
( 3.4%)

1.0 .s.

Grade
4

(N-40)

A
B

C

6,(15.0%)
13 (32.5%)
21 (52.5%)

6 (15.0%)
11 (27.5%)
23 (57.52)

_

. 0 to 1 year

1.01 to 2 yrs. 27

2,01 or.more 12.

years 1

(67.52)

(30.0%)
(2.5%) .

0.9

Grade

5
(N25)

A 2 (8.0%)

2 (8.0%)
21 84.0%)

0 (0.0%)

5 (2,0%)

20 (80.0%)

0 to 1 year
16

1.01 to 2 yrs.
9

2.01 or more 0
years

(64.0%)

(36.0%)

(0.0%)

0.7

Grade
6 ,

(11.24)

A . 4 (16.7%)
5 (20.8%)

15 (62.51)

5 (20.8%)
4 (16.7%)

'15 (62.5%)

0 to 1 year
1.01 to 2 yrs. 11

2.01 or mor 112

Years'f:. '-`1

(50.02)'

(4.2%)

1.1

Grade
7

(N-38)

A 4 (10.5%)
4 (23.7%)

25 (65.82)

7 (18.4%)
12 (31.6%)

19 (50.0%)

0 to 1 year
1.01 to 2 yrs. 19

2.01 or more 18

years .1

(50.0%)

(47.4%).
(2.6%)

.

1.2

Grade
8

(Nw31)

, A 1 (3.2%)

3 (9:7%)
27 .(87.1%)

3 (9.7%) 'Pill:m*1m'
4 (12.9%)
24 (77.4%)

0 to.1 year
1.01 to ; irs. 35

2.01 or more 15

years. .

1

(48.4%)

(48.4%)
(3.2Z)

' 0.8

;

Figure 8-2. COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR A, Bo AND C LEVELS BY GRADE

FOR SERVED MIGRANT PROGRAM.STUDENTS IN GRADES 1-8 WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST.
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Achievement
Level

K. .1 3 4 5 6 7 8

A (50th
Zile or
more)

33

(26.22)

50

(36.22)14
34

(27.72)

33

(34.72)

15

(15.32)

10

(13.32)

12

(19.02)
11

(16.42)

5

(10.6%)

B (49th-
30th

Zile)

26
(20.62)

28
(/0.32)

26
(21.12)

25

: (26.32)

26

(26.52)

16

(21.32)
9

(14.32)

17

(25.42)
8

(17.02)

C (36th
Zile or
less)

67

(53.22)
60

(43.52)
63

(51.22)

37

(38.92)

57°)
(58.22)

49 "-

(65.42)

42-

(66.72)

39
(58.22)

34

(72.42)

TOTAL 126
.(100.2)

138

(1002)

.113

(1002)
-

95

(1002)

, .

98

. (100%)

..
75

(1002)

63

(1002)

67

(1002)

47 t

(1002) _.

Figure B-7. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF MIGRANT STUDENTS SCORING AT *EACH, ,B,C) LEVEL,

SPRING, 1982.
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AISD

K

PUG

1

AISD HIG

2

AISD fHIG

3

AISD NIG

4

MSD HIG AISD

5 .

HIG

6 7 8

AMU HIG AISD HIG .AISD HIG

Median Xile 50 22 62 34 62( 29 58 36 51 22
J

57 17 59 17 5,4 26 54 19

N 3457', 126 3815 138 3589 123 3558 95 3661 98 3858 75 3750 63 3865 67 3554 47

X of students
scoring between:
90 - 99th, Zfies 11% 2% 21% I% 20% 34% 11%

.

0% 13%

.
.

3% 15%

..>

3% 17X 22 14% 0% 15% 0%

75 - 99th Xiles 23% 5% 40% 12% 39% 11% 30% 6% 27% 7%

-,-
31% 5% ', 34% 62 31% 0% nz 4%

I - 25th, Xiles
±

1 - 10th Xiles

25%

15%

.

. 43%

28%

16X

4Z

31%

-12%

20%

10%

44%

21%

.

17Z

4%

32% 27% 56% 24% 61% 21% 59Z 23X:
_

.48X 24% 66%

8% f, 10%' 40% -9X- -31%- 7% -24% .,8%-.- -15%. - 8%. 17%.

Figure 8-8. A COMPARISON OF AISD STUDENTS AND MIGRANT STUDENTS IN THENREADING TOTAL SCORES FROM THE

1982 ADMINISTRATION OF THE ITBS. For Kindergarten students, the,Language Total S,-cores

(not-Reading) are reported.
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FILE LAYOUt

Attachment B-1
(Page 1 of 2)

-C3LABELED ,CUNLASELED
, . PAGE.

LA#EL ID EIM4M82 TAiE NO.most ""at By: Anna ?Amon

BLOCKSIZE CHARACTERS
DATE CREATeD: 3/25/82

RECORD SIZE 210 CHARACTERS SUG. SCRATCH DATE: 'OngOiag

DENSITY
.

BPI

SEQUENCE 113, won

DESCRIPTION
EVOMIG82

8 ailed Ins

. REMARKS MEGAMIC

1981-82 Migrant Master File

3

'E

NO.OFI COLUMNS
*COLS. 'FROM TO

DATA FORMAT FIELD NAME 1 REMARKS

3 I 1 3 (File Designation 'AR,V..

3 4 6 (School Code
(Current)

2 7 8 Gradi

..

(Current)

20 9' 28 -
Nana

'

7 1 29 1 35 1
AISD ID

_

I 36
1

/ 36

,

... Sex

1 37 37

-

Ethnicit* i:01.1sggierglitio3-41a45

6 38 j 41 1 . Birthdate .

I 44 44 Flag t, r=illiftta444 g:11ggia.flci.Vroit'

33 45 77 Address (Same a* STUD-filt)

5 78 82 'Zip tode

6 83 88
,:, Eligibility data

.

6 89 94'
Terilnation date.,

95 98
Registration date

.

I 1 94 99 'migrant Status 1--,6

3 1100 102: L1981 -82 Total_Days Served (To Date)

...

1 103, 103 Parent garticipatIon i'7,1 ;:t.:11g; A or 0.No Patents

1 104 104 1 t : gei-versa 'Medical Expense I- All tiut Dentist '

1 105 105
II Medical Expense . - Dentist,

I 106 Ips Served hy Health Svcs1. .

1 107 107 1981/82 Service Status ISarved; 0 n.oCierved

II 108 118 Innis Code 5 giq:;::f. !iiigggIcLode

3 119 121 1981182 'Achievement scares Fall Reading Total RS

1.122 124 1981/82 Achievement scores 'Fall Reading Total %ila

4 125- 1 1.28 -1981182 lAchieveitant scores IFaII Reading Total G.E.

10 129, 138 Repeats fields 4-C for Sprine 1981-82)

2 139 140 1980-81 IGrade
-

1 141 141 1980-81 1Sarvica Stats 11 Served

20 142 161 Repeats Fields A7-43 for 1980-81

23. 162 184 Repeats ft*Ids1E:4 for 1979-80

64

1
B1-13



Attachment B-1
81;26 ' (continued, page 2 of .

FILE LAYOUT
a.,443Eisx C3UNLABELED-

--:PAGE 2 OF 2
LABEL ID EveltaGS2 TAPE NO, am RAcant BY: kiwi Beeson
BLOCKSIZE CHARACTERS DATE CREATED: 3/25182
RECORD SIZE CHARACTERS SUG. SCRATCH DATE: -"-

DENSITY BPI

SEQUENCE ID, Name
DESCRIPTION ElleHIG82 0 tilled we
REMARKS 4EGAMIG

1981-82 Migrant Master Pile

NOOF COLUMNS
'COLS , IFROM TO I

DATA FORMAT F I ELD NAME

23 185 207 I Repeats fields for
3 I 200 210 1982-83 School

REMARKS

(Projected for next year)

1

"ft

B-14
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.NI um Kr mu am No Ns mi.

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

CAilD FILE LAYOUT LOCATION:

kit

kAISD MG-RNB82 01 01-

MI

rage 1 of 2

UT PF

.

YEAR: 1981-82
. acct. pass. file name

CONTENT

Field Columns
1"..

Descriptión
.

,
J

1-5 .

.

1st 5.digits of the student ID
.

6-6 Grade K.= 0 .etc.
I.

.

.

7-7 Progrim 1. = Title I 2 = Migrant

_

....

8-8

- .

Group 1 = Experimental 2 = Control

9-11 1981 Math Concepts i RS

12-11 Zile .

C
.

14-17 ,

. . .

D 18-20

.

Problems 4 RS
,..

.

E 21_22a
. . . . .

Zile ;

.
. .

F 23-26
.

GE '

.

G 27-29
.

Computation RS
I

.

.

30-31 s Zile .

.
.

32-35 GU

,.

....%

.

. i..

.

J 16-38 Total As
.
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PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-82

CARD FILE LAYOUT

Page 2 of. 2

LOCATION:

V AISD MG-RNB82 01 01

UT PI' , ,

acct.. pass. file name

CONTENTSJ Math Rainbow Kit Pilot - Scores of those siude ts with both pre and post test scores only.
,

Field

.

Columns
e

.
.

A

.
.

Description
.

.

K 39-40

.

'.. tile ,. ..

:

.

.

'

.

L 41-44 S'

. .
I''..-

, GE .

.
.

.

.

.

.

.

45-80

.

Repeats fields A thrut for 1982 scores

s

.

.

.

.

,

.

.

'\
,

.. .

_

.
.

.

.

.

.
e

.
.

,

a
. *

.

.

.
.

-

.

a
4

.
. .

.

.

I .

4.

F':'r-"-'
.

de ..

. .
.I

.
.

.

-:
.

.
.

..

.

.

.

.

. .
.

.
,

.

.
. .

.

.
. .

-
..--

. . .

3

.

-. A

'
. 1

. . ...-
.
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Attathment B-3

Exp. Con.

29 24

127 117

156 1417

18 . 12

53 69

71 41

29 70

130 32

159 52

9 26
59 101

48 127

E 7 '14 , 13

331 76 84

90 97

M 28 14 15'

85 67 80 78

113 81 95 97

Con. 16 31 10 15

82 68 51 99

98 99 61 114

M = Migrant

T Titke I

Exp..,= Experimental

Con. = Control

An "E" in a cell

the'experimental

An "C" ia a cell

.4

means all students,

group.

9 7 7 99

39 43 33 425

48 30 .40 524

. 5 9 9

46 .25. 32'

51 34 41

95
403

498

both Title I and Migc,*ant, ara in

means tha student are

B-17

control students.
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.Attachment a-4

MATH RAINBOW KIT RECIPIENTS

Grade School Location- Number of Students -t2E.S1

Metz 30 Title I
K Metz 2 Migrant

Langford 61 TitlA I
Langford 3 "Migrant

1 Langford 35 Title I
1 Langford 1 Migrant
2

2

Metz
Metz

23
2

Title I-,

Migrant
2 Allan' 40 Title,I
2 Allan Migrant
3 Allan 40 TI.,ple I
3 Allan 12 Migrant
4 Brooke' 18 Title T...
4 Brooke .12 Migrant
5 Zavala 23 Title I
5 Zavala 7 Migrant
6 Zavala 32 Title I
6 Zavala 1 Migrant-

GRADE

Program, 'K 1. 2 3 4 5 6"

Title I 91 35 -63 40 18 23 32
Migrant. 5 .1 10 12 12 7 1 TOTAL

Total , 96 36 73 52 30 30 33 350
.,

.4
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achMent B-5

81.26

CONTROLtGROUP

Grade School Location

K Zavala

K Zavala
Brooke
Brodke

1 . Metz

1 Metz

1 Allan

1 Allan ,

2 Langford

2. Langford

3 Meez

3. Metz

3 ' Lamgford

3 Langford

4 Zavala

4 Zavala.

5 Brooke

5 Brooke

6 Brooke

6' Brooke

Number of Students Program

15 Title I

5. Migrant

22 Title I

7 Migrant

/8 Title I

7 Migrant

44 ltle I
14 Migrant

18 Title I

6' , Migrant

30 Tftle T

1 Migrant

25 Title I

4 Migrant

29 Title I

4 Migrant

20 Title I

9 Migrant

14 Title I

7 Migrant

GRADE

Program K . '1 2 3 4 5 6

TOTAL

:Ude I 37 72 18_ 55 29 20 14

Migrant 12 21 6 t5 4 9 7-

Total . 49 93 , 24 60. 33 29 21 309

414.

. 1

B-19

7

'4
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At tachment B-6
- .

I
F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION FtESULTS-TWO GROUP C'ASE

N .
GRADE . 2 V

.
TEST MATH RAINBOW KIr

I,

ANSER OF CASES 58 -'7
,;'

. 11.MODEL 1,VS MODEL 5+-CURVILINEAR VS-LINEAR

I0
.

SUM OF SqUAR&S, MODEL 1 13.51394 . t

OF n 2, 52 F.- .9973997220547711
SUM OF SQUARES, 4ODEL.5 . 13.94874

i . Ii
700EL 1 VS MODEL 2COM4ON QUADRATTC MORTION

.

ISUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 .13.51394'4W e

DF n 1, 62 F c= .1110719745684809
SUM OF SQUARES, DEL 2 . 13.53815 . (N. S . ) . b

:
P
/ I

..

\ MODEL 2 VS mODEL 3PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES :, ,

S.74 OF SOLARES, 'mu. 2 = 13.53815
.;:,

*
t

IDF . ,''--53 F,.-1.255449367158698D-03
-,'

'SUM OF SQUARES, 400E1:
1

3.. 13.53842 (N. S .). t

11
- .

,.,
'40DEL 1 VS MODEL 3PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SQUARES,."ODEL 1 . 13.51394

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 13.53842 (N. . )
DF.. 2, 52.' F .0561553073722453

011EL3 VS MODEL, 4EQN. QUADRATIC INTERCEiTS
.

4.

SUM OF SQUARES, '!ODEL 3 13.53842

OF 1,,64 .7729114A234,19847
SM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 n 13.70192

1

4

MODEL 5 VS MODEL 6C3MMON LINEAR ILOPES

SUM OF S,QU'ARES, MODEL 5 . ,13.94874

.SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 . .13.98367

OF =

A...

1, 54

..

F 1 .1602661054505645.

(N. S . )

h.

-.
.

. 1 .
4CDEL i VS MODEL 7CO4MON LINEAR INTERCEPTS .

1

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 13.98357 I
4st

DF'. 1, 65 F .. 5003407546087585
SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 7 = 14.09131 . (N. S , ).' -

.

1-20
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81.26 Attachment B-7

F VALUES FOR spss REGRESSION RESULTS"IWO-GROUP CASE

GRADE 3

TEST MATH RAINBOW KIT
NUMBER OF CASES 85

MODEL I VS MODEL 5--CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR

SUM OFSQUARES, MODEL 1 25.54073

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 25.79063

. mou,p i vs MODEL 2--q0MMON QUADRATIC PORTION

- SUM 0F.SQUARES, MODEL 1 25.54073

SUM'OF..i0UARES,.436EL'2 ,25.564I7
.

MODEL 2 VS MODEL 3--4ARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES

OF a 2, 79 F .3864826886310614

(N.S.)

OF a , 79 F .07250223466596404

(N.S)

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 25.56417 '

OF 1, 80

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 a 25.57739

MODEL 1 VS MODEL 3n-PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 25.54073.
OF 2, 79

SCM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 25.67739

MODEL3 VS MODIEL 4--EQUAL QUADRATIAOTeRCEPTS

SUM OF SQUARES, YODEL 3 . 25.67139
DF 1, 81,

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 25.73471

MODEL 5 VS MODEL 6--COMMON LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 a 25.79063

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 a 25.96058.

MODEE 6 VS MODEL 7--COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 25.96058

SUM. OF SQUARES, MADEL*7 26.03246

B-21

DF r, 81

F .3543083933489727

(N.S.)

F .21135143W4882792

(N.S.)

F .1808174428043109

,(N.S.)

F a .5337578027368856

(N.S.)

DF a'', 82 F a ,2270426931909819

(N.S.)

74.
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81.26 Attachment 8-8

F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS --TWO GROUP CASE

GRADE 4

TEST MATH RAINBOW KIT

NUMBER OF CASES 57

MODEL 1 VS MODEL 5--CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 = 19.63759

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 20.25372

'MODEL 1 VS MODEL 2--COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 19.63759

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 a 20.1796

MODEL.2 VS MODEL.3--PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLOPES.

SU( OF SQeARES, MODEL 2 13,20.1796

. SCM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 20.49565

MODEL 1 15 MODEL'3--P,ARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 19,63759

SUM CF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 20.49565

MODEL) VS MODEL 4 --EQUAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 = 20.49565

SUM OF swims, MODEL 4 2Z.80485

MODEL 5 VS-MODEL 6--COMMON LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 * 20.25372

SUM OF iquARES, MODEL 6 20.6604

MODEL-6 VS MODEL 7--COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS'

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 20.6604

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 7 22.81559

OF 2, 5-1 F a .8000632969727956

(LS.)

DF 1, 51'=: F 1.407632504803287

(NgS.)

DF 1, 52 F .8144155394755104

(NS'.)

DF 2, 51

DF 1; 53

DE' * 1,

DF 1:

e

F * 1.1142166630'0564

(N.S.)

F 5.971393929931474

(p<.05)

t

53 F = 1.054201539272785

(N.S.)

I.

54' F * 5.633010977522217

(p..05)

1
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81.26 Attachment B-9

F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS-TWO,GROUP CASE

GRADE 5

TEST MATH RAINBOW KIT
NUMBER OF CASES 51

MODEL 1 VS MOOEL 5-CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR

SUM OF SQUARES, MONDIET: 1 13.60409

SUM OF iQUARES, MODEL 5 14.01551 .

.

MODEL.1 VS MODEL 2--CMION QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF SQUARES; MODEL 1 13.60409

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 * 13.76277 .

MODEL 2 VS MODEL 3--PARALLEL CURVILINESSLOPES
0

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 13.76277

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 13.77648

MODEL 1 VS MODEL 3--PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF'SQUARES, MODEL 4 13.50409

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 13.77648

mom VS MODEL 4-EQ0AL.QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

SUM Of SQUARES, MODEL 3 13:77648

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4 14.38695

MODEL 5 VS MODEL 6-COMMON LINEAR'SLOPES

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 * 14.01551

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 14.0534

OF 0 2, 45 F .6804534518661132

(N.S.)

OF 1, 45 F :5248862658215277

(N.S.) ,

OF li 44 F .0458236,2415868227

(N.S.)

0

Of 2, 45 F .2851182989821444

(N.S.)

DF = 1, 47 P * 2.082686578864847

(NIS.)

OF 1, 47 F.' .1270613770030494

(N.S.)

MODEL 6 VS MODEL 7-COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS
'

'SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 14.0534

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 14.84215
DF 1, 48

I.

B-23
76

F 2.594044145900636

(N.S.)



81..26 Attachment B-10

F VALUES FOR SPSS REGRESSION RESULTS--TWO GROUP CASE

GRADE 6

TEST MATH RA;1440W KIT
"- 'NUMBER OF CASES 50 -,

mODEL 1 VS MODEL 5--CURVILINEAR VS LINEAR

SUM OF SQUARES, mODEL 1 9.43903

sUm SW SQUARES, MODEL 5 9.51656

MODEL 1 VS mODEL 2COMMON QUADRATIC PORTION

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 1 9.43903

SUm OF SQUARES, MODEL 2 a 9.45402

DP . 2, 44 F .1807028900215379

(N.S.)

. DF 1, 44

MODEL 2 VS mODEL 3--PARALLEL CURVILINEAR SLoPAS

SUM OF SQUARES MODEL 2 9.45402

SUm OF SQUARES, mODEL 3 12.20272

MODEL f VS mODEL 3--PARALLEL LINEAR SLOPES

SUM OF SOUARkS, MODEL 1 a 9.43901

SUM OF SQUARES, mODEL 3 12.20272

mODEL3 VS mODEL 4MAL QUADRATIC INTERCEPTS

SU4 OF SQUARES, MODEL 3 12.20272

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 4...13.90175

MODEL 5 VS mODEL ACOMMON LINEAR'SLOPES
-

SUm OF SQUARES, mODE95,. 9.51655

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 5 12.86757

MODEL 5 VS MODEL 7--COMMON LINEAR INTERCEPTS

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL 6 12.86757

SUM OF SQUARES, MODEL:7 . 15.1419

1;4

F .069875824104807,66

(N.S.).

'Dr 1, 45 F 13.08348194735207,

(p<.01).

DF 2, 44 6.441464853909775

(p<.01)

DF 1, 46

DF 1, 46

DF a 1, 47

.B-24

F 6.4047507440964

(p<.05)

4

OOP

F .15.19770799532604

(p<.01).

F 8.307202525413553

(p<.014. n
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4

Instrument De'scriPtion: Sequential Tests of Educational Progress (STEP), Series /I, Forma

A B

Brief description of the instrument:

The $TEP is a statdardized, mUltiple.-choice achievement battarr,
In 1981-82 AISII used &subset of the complete battery, omittiig the English
Expression and Social Swag"; tests. These, tests will be given everY other
year, alternating with the Mechanics of Writing and Science tests. Tests given
each yoar,.aie Reading, Math Computation, and Math Basic Concepts.

, 0

To.whmm was the instrument administered? lk

All students in grades 9-12. Special aducition students were exempted as per
board fOlicy.15127 and its supporting administrative regulation. Students of
limited English proficiency (LEP) ware not exempt, but could be excused after one
test on which they could not function-validly. \

Bowmen,' times was the inserument administered?

. .

Once to each student.

When %as the instrument administered? awe
4

The STEP was administered over a'two-day pariod--April 6 and 7. Tests were ad-
ministered in the morning from about .6:30 until approximately noon each day.
Make-ups wera,administered on two consecutive Saturdays/ April 17 and 24.

Where was the idetrument administered?

The STEP was administered at each AIM high school (indluding Robbins and Keeling)
Make-ups were administered at Reagan High School.

Who administered the instrument?

Test instructions were given over the public address system at each school, either
by the counselor or by a tape recording provided by,ORE. TeAchers acted as test
monitors in each classrooi. The make-up testing was administered and mohitored
by 'ORE personnel.

What training did the administrators have?

Teachers and counselors received written instructions from ORE, including a check-
list Of procedures and an exact script to follow in. test administration. The ORE
personnel who administered the make-ups were thoroughly trained in,administering.

,
tests.

Was the instrument administered under standardized conditions?

Yes. Standardized instructions were distributed. ORE personnel monitoted tn a
random selection of classrooms with results indicating that testing conditifts
ware reasonably .consistent across the District.

Were there problems with the instrument or the administration that might affect
the validity of the data?

No known problems with!..the instrument. Problems dn the administration are
documented in the moUitors' reports.

-
Who develOped the instrument?
Educational Testing Service (ETS). The STEP is published by Addison-Wesley
Publishing du:pang, Inc.

What reliability and validity data are available an the instrument?
The reliability of subtests in the alternate forms, A and B, ranges from .38 to
.93, with parallel forts correlations. As summarized by Kuder-Richardson Pormuia
20 coefficients, the reliability of the subtests ranges from .83 to .04. The
issues of contentrand construct validity are addressed in,the publisher's eechni-.
cal report, pages 150-154.

Are there norm data 'available for interoreting the.results?

Mean, median, percentile rank, percentile band, converted, and stanine scores
are available for,each subtest of the STEP.

C-42
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SEQUENTIAL TESTS OF EDUCATIONAL PROGRESS(STEP) .

Purpose

The.Migrant Program 9th-12th grade students! Reading Total scares on the

STEP were collected to answer 'the.following decition and evaluation ques-

tions:

Decision Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Component (Commu-

nication Skills) be continued as it is, modified,.or deleted?

Evaluation Question D2-1. Were the achievement,objectives met?

e) . Grades 9-12

Evaluation Question D2-2. How do the gains made this year by

Migrant Program students in grades 9-12 compare with the gains

made in 1980-81?

Procedure

On April 6 and 7, 1982, all AISD 9th-12th graders were administered the

STEP, Series-II. Make-ups were conducted on April 17 and April 24. The

'Procedures used in administering and scoring the STEP can be found in the

Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report for 1981-82, ORE Publication Number

81.24, Appendix D.

Each high 'school Migrant Program students' reading scores'were accessed

from the Systemwide data tapes. Program DISTATP was used.to gather fre-

quency data on the students' scores. The'data are in the format shown in

Attachment C-1.

Results

Evaluation Question D2-1. Were the achieyement'objectives met?

The Migrant Program objective set three performance .levels (A;B; gfid C)

for gains on the STEP. A students are those at or abave the national median

(50th %ile or above); g students are those 0.01 to.1.0 year below the

national median (49th-31st Zile); and C stUdents are those 1.01 or.more

below the national median .(30th Zile or below). The ultimate goal of the

program is that all students Scare at.the A achievement level. gains

needed for each level (to reach the fk level).range fromf0 to 1 year to

2.01 or Mbre years. \

C-3
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The assessment of achievement of the objectives set in this stratified
manner is difficult to interprep.

e) Grade 9

There were 47 grade 9 Migrant Program "students who were served by a Migrant
Program ieacher and who had a spring'82 STEP Reading Total score. Their
median percentiie was 10. This is quite low. As can be seen in Figure C-1,
only four students scored above the 30th %ile. For AISD ninth graders
(N=4122) the median percentile was 34 and for AISD Hispanic ninth graders
(N=1012) the median percentile was 20. The Migrant Program students' score
are well below both these groups.

f) Grades 16-12 ".

In Figure C-1 are given the prer- and posttest scores of the served students
and a summary of their gains. On both pre- and posttest, the majority.of
students were at the c level. Af the 10th and llth grades, 4.students made
gains to the A or B-level. At, 12th grade, no students moved out of the
level. The best gains were shown by the llth graders who had an average
gain of 4.9 %ile points.

For comparison purposes, in Figure C-2 ar.e given the pedian percentilee for
the pre- and posttests for the Migrant studente, AISD students, and AISD
Hispanic students, As was true with the 9th graders, the two comparison
groups are considerably higher across both the pre- and posttest. .

a

Grade
9

1980-61 .'

Grade Grade
, 11 10

1981-82
Graae

12

Grade
10

Grade
11

AISD Students 44 47 47 46 41

Prei.Posttested (n2308)_ tn.2390) (n.2254) (N.2308) Cn2190) (a.2264)

AISD Hispanics 22 25 22 19 24 19

Pre-5 Posttested (n470) (n492) (n.427) (n470) (n+492) (n427)
Migrant Program .1I U. 7 - .9 11 5

Students (Ser7ed)
Pre 4 Posttested

(n.30) (a.15) '::(tt.12)
,..,... .

. (n36) (n.15) (n12)

Figure C-2. MEDIAN PERCENT/LES_ON.THE STEP, READING TOTAL, 1970 NORMS FOR

MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED,BY A MIGkANT TEACHER AND TWO COMPARISON \
GROUPS. These are vatedians from matched groups.

I
, A

Evaluation question 152-2. How do gains made this year by Migrant Program
staents in grades 9-12 cempare,with the gains made in 1980-81?

,

.

.
.

il

.

TheScores are not directly comparable since.gains made in 1980-81 were
measured by the California Achieliement Tests (1977) and gains made,thie
year were 'on the STEP.(1970). In Figure C-3 are given the pre-, posttest,

IIand galn,scores for program studentt in 1980-81. These scores and gains ate
all in'terms of grade giquivalents. Not enough 12th graders were pre- and
posttested to include. Some general Comparisons are: across both years,

I.

C-4.
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e ?

VI

the mdlority'of students ilpth on the pre.- and posttest scored at the' c

;.evel; and across both ,ydars, students (on the average) at no grade level

madt impressive gains; arid each year one grade level sholred an aver-
.

age.loss: - 4
A *

Miscellaneous

Telliae is the achievement level of migrant students?
4 .

SO

In _Figure -C-4 below are given tilte number and percent of migrant students

at each'grade level who scOred at the A, 13, ald C achievement levels on

the.STEP Reading Total (1970 toruN). 4i.n the spring of 1982. The figures-

are based on all migrant students who had test scores.. The'large 'majority

of students, across grade leis, scored ai the CleVef. .

ACHIEVEMENT

: LEVEL
; #

a

.t
. GRADE

9TH 10711 11Th 12TH . TOTAL
' 4

A (50th Site or 1) 5%.81) 4(8.i%)
4

, (49t1r31st %ile) 7(9.6%) 6(11.1%) 3(6.5%)
4

C (30th or +) *61(83.62) . 45(83.32)
,

:

Figure C-4. NUMBER AND PERCENT *OF MIGRIAT STUDENTS SCORING ATZACU
(A,B,C) LEVEL, SPRING,.1982..

1(3..3%)

2(6.7%) '
-

27(90.0%)

13(4:4%)

18(8.9%)

172(84:7%)

tow oes migrant studerits achieve ment compare with AISD's achievement?
4.

re CIS was'prepargd to answer this qUestion. The figureS, e base& on.

r
,a 4IS,Dwandonigtant studerrti bprins.1982 STEP Reading TO 1 icorep. .

The coresvdported are based on 1970.nbrms. Across grade ltv s,-the'

-migra tudents! medians scores are well below the AISD levels with the

, migrant 12th graders scores being the)loN4gst of the.grade levels.

0 ;

- ---\ 9 . 10 . 11 12t;

.

I ,

.
Vof Studtrts

Or,
§eo'ring 4,n

btheser percentile''i

ranges,

/ft ,

median ile
. b

N ,

:90 - 49th %nets.

75 - 99th' Zi 14

1 - 25th %ilea .

1 --10.th. %nes.'

AISD MIG AIRY HIG AISD
.

MIC..
AISD,

40

2819
'

11%

. .
242

ain

,Ik

.

HIG
--../......

7e
t`

30

0%

OZ

'
90% !

67 (

34,

4122

8Z'

18%.
.

40%

o -

. 18%

11

.73

Of

I%
.

'73%

42%

--4

,

' ,41

3246

9%

21%

36%.

17;
.`

10

54

0%

OX

80%

5(1% '.

41
.

31$7

10Z

23%
.

35;

15t
le,

11

' 46

2Za

2%

. 832
.

48%

1

, Figure"C,a: A COMPARISON OF AISD STUWITS.AND MIGRANT STUDENTS.ON THE

.witiF READING TOTAL SCORES FROMPTHE-1982 ADMINISTRATION OF Tfi4L ..

STEP., These tigupis are based on 1970 norms. ,*

c). .

4

. N

. .

41

t.,..
.

, 82
,

v Ie.:.

. .
.14.
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',Expected

Performance
Grade Level

c

1.4

\ 0

Number and Percent
of Students with
Pretest Scores
at Each Level

Number,and Percent
of 'Stuaents with

Posttest Scores at
.Each Level

Actual.

Gains

Pre- to
Posttest

Number and
Percent of
Students
Making Gains
Listed

Average
Gain Made .

(Percentiles)

Grade

(N=41)

Grade

1.CL

(N=30)'

-Grade

(N=16)

oto

,Grade

12

'(N=12)

A

I

.got Applicable
2 (4.3%)

2 (4.3%)

43 (91.4%)

. 0 (0%), 0 (%)
B 3 (10%)

, 1E9 (961,6%) . 27 (90%)

A' 0 (0%) 1,(6.3%)'
.13 ' .0 (0%) 1 .(6.3%)

16 (100%) 14 (87:4%)'

A 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
.

B ., 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
12 .(100%.) 12 (100%)

.,Not

Appli-
cable

Not

AppliCable
Median
percentile was

10.th Ule

0%75%ile-pts:7

6-19%ile pts. 25(83.3%)
20 or more .3(10.0%)

%ilepts. 2( 6.;.7%)

0.4%ile points

0-5%ile pts.
'6-19%ile pts. 8(50.0%7
20 or more - 6(37.5%)

lile pts. 2(12.5%)

4.9%ile points

0-5%ile pts.

6-19%ile pts. 10(83.3%)
20 or more v2(1617%)

%Ile pts. 0( 0.0%)

--0.6%ile points

49

COMPARISONTOF PRE-, POSTTEST, AND GAINS FOR MIGRANT PROGRAli STUDENTS IN GRADES 9-12
WHO WERE SERVED llt A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER. The achievement scores are Reading
Total, S'tEP', 1970 nbrms., c ,

a la

.

.11 1111.. U. lm

ej

11111

84

II

IM .000.
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a.

C)
' i

..4

0

Expected

Performance
Level

a.

Number.and Percent
of Atudents with

a
Pretest Scores at
Eah Level

Number inda,pxcent
of Students with
Posttest Scores at
Each Level

' Expected
Gains Pre-

to Posttest

Number and
Percent of
.Students

Making Gains
le

at Each Level '

Average
Gain

Made

Grade

9

(N21)

...

A
B

C

" / 1

3

, 17

(4.8X)

(14.3Z)

(81.0X)

0 (ch) .

1 (4.8%)

.2Q (95.2X). '

"0-14year
1.01-2 yearti

2.01 or more
years

12 (57.1%)

6 011-.6%)

. .

3 .(14.32)

.3

,Gradc

10

(1,117)

1
.

.

B

C

1

2

14

(5.9Z)

(11.8%)

(82.4X)

1

0 (0%)

0 (0X)

17 (100X)

0-1 year

1.01-2 years
2.01 or more

years

.

12 (70.6%)
4 (23.5Z)

-1 (5.92) 4
*.

Grade

(0..10)*

, e

..

A

C -.

1

0

9

(10.0;)

(0%)

(90.0Z)

*

, 0 (0%)

0 (0%)

10 (100*

. 0-1 IdAtr-*

1.01-2 years
2.01 or more

iears

10 (100Z)

0 (0X)

I) (0)

-.5
, .

Figure C-3: COMPARISON OF EXPECTED AND ACTUAL GAINS FOR, A, B, AND C LEVELS BY GRADE FOR,MIGRANT
S.!TUDENTS IN GRADES 9-11 WITH A PRE- AND POSTTEST. These Figures include only those

students who weie-served by a Migrant teacher. 1980-$1-gains.

vale

,b
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FILE [MOUT

...1.4-fichrtient C-1.
,age l'of 2)

.01-A8ELED CDUNLABELED PAGE 1 OF '2

LAiiEL ID MIMIC:32 TAPE Ne most "cent By : Anna Ewan C

210 CHARACTERS

.REATED : 3/25/82
BLOCKS I ZE CHARACTERS ' DATE

RECORD:S I..ZE SUG . 'SCRATCH DATE : °living
DENS Iff SP I

0,r le: SEQUENCE ID,
. 'name

EV9MIG82% ': :f76 0 tilled IDs
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3rief descrintion of the data fili:

Boehm, MIT, and ITU percentile scores were added to a file-containing students vhowere at one tiii in a District prekindergarten
program (1978-79, 1979-80, 1980-81).

Codes for Migrant and Title I service were idded for each year after the prekindergartenyear.

-

Uhich students or other individuals are included on the file?

Any students who were in an AISD prekindergarten class in the past 4 years.

Row-often is information on the file added. deleted
.. or undated?

Information-was added during creationi but new information should now be added co.each year.

%Ito is resoonsible for chancing or addint information to the file?

The Title I and Title IMigrant Evaluators, and the Title I Programmer.
.

How was :he information contained on the file fathered?

The lila was nerged with the various achievement test files'and pre-k program files.

ire chars oroblens viah the informatim on the file that maw affect the
. validity of the data? ,

It was difficult to find student,ID'numbers for some students on the file. Thus,'it
wts not always possible to add their later achievement test scores.

%

'Al= data are available ccatirninc,:he Iccuracv lad reliabilitv of the
information on the file?

The reliability information concerning the achievement test information can be found
in che various technical repoits for each year a particular test was given:

.
, ..k v Are :here normative or historical data available for interaretima the,k

results? .

.
.

.

Tas. This file itself is A historical record. There are naticnalnorna availableN I for all of the tests, asvell 3.1 discrictwide data for AISD studentewho,took the tests.
. 1

, IY.1

.3r4ef descr4nciom of the :lila layout:. (also attached)

The.file 'contains student informasion (ID, name, birthday, achniCity), and a code co
indicate which pre-it program a student attended.. Theaear a.Siudent atanded vretiC,
and his or her prekindergarten pre- and posttest seorft (if,available) are included.
Finally,,fall and spring cast scores follow for 1979-80, 1980-81, arid 1981-4}2.
(The file also contains Title I or Migrant status for 1979-80, 1980-814 and 1981-82.)

D-2
*
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PREKINDERGARTEN LONGITUDINAL FILE

0 .

Purpose

The prekindergarten longitudinal file was created to progide informition
relevant to the following decision and evaluation questions:

Title I Regular

Decision Question D4: Should the Title I.Early Childhood Program be
_continued, modified,.or discontinued? If so, how should it be modified?

tkraluation Question D4-2: Do former pre-k participants score
, higher than other students in their schools when they rehch

higher grade levels?
r

Tit4 I Migrant

Decision Question Dl: Should the Prekindergarten Instructioa1 Cotionent,
be continued as it is, mpdified,,or dhleted?

Evaluation Question°D1-4: What have been the long-rterm effects of.
participation in the Migrant Pre-k Component dn_Migrant Orogram
students' achievement? , r-.

.

,...Procedure :
i

iThe following,is a liSt of prekindergarten orograms that were incl
.

uded on' .

'the file: '

.
i

.

:L
. .

, I.4 years of Title 'I .(78-79, /9-434 80-84 81-82): . t

"4 years of Migrant (78-79, 79-80, 80-81, 81-82).-'
3 ,years A HapOy Talk (78-71, 19-80, 8041) .

.
4 ,..

.' 1 year of At-Hothe 00-41)
..

2:years of Title VII (80-81, 44:42)

The indAdual files were combined into one large filoc. The student ID
,ndmber, name, program tyloli program year, pretest hcore and'posttest
score were kept where available. The file wes'then matched with_the
Student Master 'File sto add currentd"tchool, birthday, and ethnicity.
Test scores were added'fot each,year (if the student tO6kthe test '

that year), es shown on the next pege;
. ,.

htudents who attended title I schoole,for
nal Title I areas, and who did not partici-

ten program.. Traditional Title I areas
are AISD attendance ar s where students would have been assigned to a
Title I school other; n Mathews ih 1979-84. -Most, but not all, ot these ,

traditional Title I arega $till feed into Title I schools, Areas with a
extremely high percentage 4. low income students are most likely to'still be

C..oarison-group students wer
19. -82, who reside in credit
pate in any District Orekinde

D-3.
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Title I areas for 1981-82. Roweve , many students currently assigned

to Title I schools do not reside ix .these traditionally low-income

areas, but instead are assigned ta the Title 1 school for desegregation

purposes. Students from these non-low-income areas were thus omitted

from the comparison grTip. .

Grade

EC

1

2

Year/Test

78-79 79-80 80-81 81-82

?sc-
Boehm/Boehm "noehM/Boehm '''"ItBS/ITBS

MRT/ITBS 1KRT/ITBS.

/ITBS

The Title I and Migrant service status was then added for 79-80, 80-81
and 882. Attachment D4 is a copy of tte file layout'for the file.

t

Analyses

The analyses on the prekindergaiten students used three sourCes of infor,.

'mation. For students who had previously participated.in a District .

prekindergarten program, the median percentiles for each year:IVere

calculated from die pre-k longitudinal file. The'medians fot the cam- ,

'parison. group (i.e., students who had no pre-k but were from'traditionaI"
Title I. areas) were calcUlated franthe two-year ITBS filevsed in the ,

other portions of the Title I evaluation. e Districtwide medians
1

.

came fram Systemwide Testing reports or iles. Medians were used (instead,
,,of meins) sp that results could be eas ly compared mith national and' i

local norms.

11.

Results

Figure D-1 shows the results of-the analyses, In general, thg results

support findings of previouayears that students who have participated in

a District prekindergarten program bgin kindergarten scoring agove

comparable students who have pot participated in a District pre-k ftogram.
Previous Title I technical reports, and Appendik H of this report,.have'
reported that this advantage for.pre-k students was lost by the beginning

of eirst grade. In Figure D-1, it is apParent that the advantage has

not re-emerged by tikh end of grade 1 or grade,2., Gains of these students

,.should be followed in future years in order'to determine if their
initial,advantage over their peers does became evident atA later date.

A

,
A t
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MEDIAN PERCENTILES
District Pre-K

Pre-K'Year 1 Test Year t Test Title I Mivant iNotel Whole District -.

1978-79

.

Fall, 1979

Fall, 1980

Spring, -1981

Spring, 1982

BTBC .

MRT

ITBS (R.T.)-

ITBS (R.T.)

50
(N=28)

30
(N=53)

'38

(N=45)

38
(N=47)

2

36
(N=12)

: 36
(N=83)

41
(N=76)

40
(N=76)

N/A

N/A

47*
(N=735)

38*
(N=916)

,' 50

51 *

, 63

-

62
.

.

_

1979-80

4

Fall, 1980

Fall, 1981

Spring, 1982

BTBC,
-'

MRT

ITBS (R.T.)

40

(N=79)

43
(N=76)

50.

(N=72)

30
(N=92)

36
(N=75)

47
(N=73)

N/A

42*
(N=862)

41*
(N=972)

N/A.

55 *
.

62
&

.

.

1980-81 'Fall, 1981

Spring, 1982

.,

ITBS (L.)

ITBS (L.)
.

23*
(N=112)

.26*

(N=126)

18*
(N=161)

26*
(N=178)

17*
(N=647)

26*
(N=817)

,

29 *
.

50 .

Csimparisonvoup of students from traditional Title I areas.

2 "N" was veil small.here - many Migrant students' had not enrolledby the time
fall testing wa's conducted.

.N/A Not availahie fromavailable reports or filts.
,

Fram Title I achievedent files, rather'than pre-k longitudinal files.

From Systemwide Testing files or reports.

Keyv BTBC = Bom Tests of Basic Concepts,
MRT = Metropolitan Readiness Tests
ITBS = Iowa Tests of Basic Skills
(R.T.= Reading Total; L. Language Total)

Figure p-1. MEDIAN PiERCENTILES FOR STUDENTS IN MIGRANT, TITLE t, OR NO DISTRICT
PRE-K PROGRAMS, WHEN THEY REACH HIGHER GRADE LEVELS.

0

6
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NOIOFI COLUMNS 1,04
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Mil earef.i.ftmi

3 .1 74 7.6 . I school
1 77.

N
- !valid prim; 1980

2 ' 1 73 . 79 LAIC score ahn K EV43EN09 '

2 I 80 81 oercentile
3 1 82 84 1-7 score scale
1 35 grade' all 1980 . .

3 I 86 18 school.

1 89 valid
2 I 90 93. raw score el.l. 1980
2 n 93 i1 80.bs K MUM--
3 F 94 96 scale 1 EV4=03
3. 97 , ;rade ,

3 98 J 100 school Pprin; 1983. -.

1, 1 1 valid toeha 1 V7433Y.06

3 I 2 F 4 rev score =3 1 E7411:332 .
2 I .5 6 , tile
3 1 7 1 9 scale
1 10 I aradi . keit
3 ''il I 13 - . school all 1981
1 4 . iailA /1:33 .,K E'74I23S4 -

3 1.5.2.-` 17
1/41ett

raw score iustified, 'T-L,VOITOG
2' li 19 tile

,

. 3 20 22 scale (Not for K) . -.
.1 I 23 I ;rade , Nbe-

k-3 I 24 I 26 , schwa

1 I 27 valid (Mr* if valid ) Spring 1982
.....

3 I .28 I 30 t raw score tis K (Language)

2 33. I 32 _ I Zile . Iling (33: Reading Total

t
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Data File Description: X-12 Longitudinill rile

3rief descriction of the dice file:

A file was created to compile data from1978-79 through 1981-82 on miirant students.
The file includes various identifying information such as grade, Aext.etc. and includes
service status (whether or not the student was seen by a Migrant,Program teacher) and
achievement dati from 1978-79 through 1981-82 (if available), v.

Which students or other individuals are included on the 'file?'

The file was created with migrant students-who were in AISD at soma point during'
1981-82.

How often is information on the file added, deleted, or undated?

Idformation was added during the file's creation and.new information (updated ID's)
was added whenever it was available.

..4ho is responsible for Changing or adding information to the file?

The Title I Migrant Evaluator and Programmer. i

or
How was the information contained on r4le file gathered?

,

f

4

.-4

The acnievement data were comOiled froM Systemwide Testing tapes. .The information ow
whecher a student was served or noc by a Migr Program teacher was gathered from (
the 1978-79, 1979-80, 1980-81, and 1981-82 Higra t Student Attendance Recofd data.,-;

;re :here oroolems v..= the info:mation on the file :hat mav affect the,
valid-1:Y of :he tara?

None were identified specifically. HoWever the file is limited by the accur4cy of he
ID numbers which enable the students to be matched across the years.

What data are available concerning :he accuracy and reliabilitY of :he
information an the file?

. 1 e

4
The reliability information concerning the achievement test informatign can be found
in this year'S and last year's Systemwide Evaluation Final Technical Reports. "

..

Are :here iormative or hiatoricnI -tarn availaole for interpret...it :he

results?

Yes. This file itself is a historical record. There are national norms available for
both the STEP and the ETES, as well as districtwide data for.AISD students wiho took
the tests.

3rtei desc."-^4on of tne file lavout:

The file contains various identifying information about c4e student, his address, sex;
ethnicity, grade, hixthdate, eligibility, service status, health services receivedand
1981-82 achievement test scores followed by the 1980-81 serVice status and achievement
data, followed by tne 1975-80 service status and achievement datae followed by the
1978,79 service Atacus Ind achievement data.

4.

,14 11111111.1111F
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K-12 LONGITUDINAL FILE

:-.

Purpose

I II The data was compiled to answer theJbllowing decision 'and evaluation
,restions.

Decision Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Componeilt
(Communication Skills) be continued as it'is, modified, or deleted?

,

II

Evaluation.Question 1D2-3. What have beenthe lo14.-term effects
of participation in the Migrant K-12 InstruCtional Component
on Migrant Prdgram students' achievement? .

II
.

.

.
..

1

Procedure

A file (Mig'82) was built of all 1981782 eligible migrant" students and
their identifying information (see page E-2)'. Previous Migrant'Student
Attendance Record files (from.1978-79, 1979-80, hnd 1980-81) were accessed
to ascertain whether th studentswere served by a Migrant Program teacher

any 6r all of the years. The service status from 1981-82 was added to

Mig'82 based on data from he 181-82 Migrant Student Attendance,Becord
data (see Appendix G). Af er-uplating.and correcting as many student DA
as possible on old( files, the Mig'82 file was mhtched with this.year's

and previous years' Systemqide Testing files to,pick up the achievemdnt
test data on_eac.h.student.

The'final Mig'62 file is on AISD file EV0MIG82. A program (MG-MDIAN0101)
was developed to calculate mediang for each group (discussed in 'tte
results section) of students, by grade. The achievement scores for all

groups were accessed from the Systemwide fTBS (grades K-8) and STEP (grades

9=12)-files.

Results :

Evaluation)Question D2-3. What have beeA the long-term effects of partic-
ipation in the K-12 Instructional Component on migrant students' achieve- ,

tgent?

Migrant students' achievement gains from the spring of 1981 (or for K- the
fall of 1981) to the spring of 1982 were'cOmpared.. The ITBS and STEP
Reading To;als'for grades 2-12 and the ITBS Language Tota1.for K were used
as the units of comparison. Based on ,longitudinal data, migrane students

were grouped into one.iff five groups: those not served by alMigrant Program,

teacher in the last fsur,years; those served by a Migrant P/ogram teacher
Jame year during the ligt fouryears; those served by a Migrant Program

E-3
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teacher two yeavs out,of the last four years; those served by a Migrant
-Program teacher three out.of the last four years; and those served by a
Migrant Program teather all four of the lalt four years.

The preeest medians (spring, 1981 or fall, 1981,for K), posttestmedians,
avid changes from pre to post were computed for students at eachitrade
level (where scoreswere available) and in each',group. See Pigures E-1
through .E-5. The same figures were then computed by grade and group for
just those students-scoring at the 30th Zile.or below level): See
Figures,E-6 through E-10. In all figures, medians were not eomputed
unIesS'there were four or more cases..

i
.a

These data should be interpretedcautiously due to the small n's.

From examining the Figures E-1 through E-5, the following can be noted:
on the whole, the five groups' posttest scares are not that different;
the most gains were made by students only seen one out of four years;
and overall, the gains fot the various groups show no consistent pattern
of gains based on service by a Migrant Program teacher.

Il just those students at the 30th %ile or below are considered (Figuresc,
E-6 through E-10) the following can be noted: on the whole, the five
groups' posttest scores are not all that different; the most gains were
made by students seen one year by a laigrant Program teacher.or those seen
not at all; and ,the gains for the various groups show no consistent pattern
'of gains based on service,bY a Migrant Program teacher.

For example; if the gains foregsade 7 students are examined acrosd the
10 figures (where.scoressare available), students show gains in every case
regardless of if they are seen or not. In comparing kindergarten gains,
students score as well in both groups (all students and those at or below
the 30th Zile) whether or not they are served by a Migrarit Program teacher.'

For 'comparl.son purposes, scores for. AISD Hispanic. (since 95% ot more of.the
migrant students are Hispanic) low-income students were also compiled by
'pre- and posttest medians and gains. In Figure E-11 are the data for all
AISD low-income Hispanic.students with pre-and posttests, and in Figure
E-12, are the data for oniY those AISD low-income Hispanic students (with
pre- and posttests) who scored at or below the 30th Zile on the pretest.
The score's for both these groups are siTilar' to the migrant stUdents'
sures. The numbers in Figures E-12 gre very similar to those in E-6,
and E-7'in that all 3 groups sh ed gains at eight grade levels. The

migrant students not served at all served one year made greatet gains
than did the Hispanic-studerits.in gen rals

1

, Based on these data, no evidence b found for.any consistent Migrant
PrOgram impacS. 4n"some 'cases it almost seems a student is better.off 4

(in terms of achieveMent gains) not beihg served at all dr on,XY being
served one year.. These longitudinal trends should continue.to be examined' .

,

,
in future years. , .. I.
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8

6

; 11 . 4

12
-

5

Pretest ( Posttest

Median' Median

% ile % ile

22 3Er

44 , _39

37 43
28 22

10 14;
2Z 28

19 -. 25

18 23

17 , 26

17 17

33 4 '36.

4

Figure' E-2.

. c .

,

22 3Er +16

44 , _39 -5

37 43 4-6

28 22 -6 .

10 14; +4

2Z 28 +4
..

19 -. 25 +6

18 23
\----4-::517 , 26 9

17 17
.

0

33 4 '36. +3
,

Change Pre
to Post

+16
-5

4-6

-6 .

+4
+4

..

+6

\----4-::59
.

0

+3

Pretest ( Posttest

Median' Median

% ile % ile

Net Changes = -14, -2

PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

IN SCdRES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL$ (ITBS-

LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR a)* BY. GRADE,'FOR MIGRANT STMENTS

ScRVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER ONE YEAR DURING THE

LAST POUR YEARS.

Net Changes = -14, -2

PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

IN SCdRES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL$ (ITBS-

LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR a)* BY. GRADE,'FOR MIGRANT STMENTS

ScRVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER ONE YEAR DURING THE

LAST POUR YEARS.
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to Post



I.
Grade

Number of
Students

Pretest
Median

% ile

,posttest,

Median
% ile

Change Pre
to Post

29 19 24 +5
2 28 52 43 . -9
3 4 . 13 29 38 +9
4 18 27 24

,

5 11 15 lilt -3
6 4 11 10 -1
7 5 48 56 +8
8 12 21 21 0

10' 13 17 13 -4
11 6 8 10

..
+2

12 8 7. 10 +3

Net Change = +5, -5

Figure E-.3. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAAXPOSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, Al)TD CHANGE
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE
TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT S7UDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT
PROGRAM TEACHER TWO YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

'

Pretest Posttest,
Number of Median Median Change pre

Grade Students % ile % ile : 'to Post'

2 -12 26 21' -5
3 '13 V_ 40 +2
4 8 36 35 -1
a 6 23 . 14 -9
6 9 22 23 4.1

12 35 43 +£3

8 12 20 18 -2
10 10 i4 10 -4
11 7 14 9 -5
12 5 10 6 -4

Net Change = +3, -7

i
Figure E -4. PRETEST (1981)1 MEDIA , POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

IN SCORES ON THE-.q S AND STEP READING TOTAL, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDE N 9 SERVED A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER THREE

/ YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

1
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Pretest Ilsttest

Nhmber of Median dian Change Pre

Grade . Students % ile % ild ' to Post

;
3

lir

12

6
40

25

41

24
+1

-1

4 9 20% 21 +1

5 5 13 17 +4

6 7 31 30. -1

7 11 A..21 32 +11

8 5 20 14 -6

10 6 ,
1 15 8 . -7

11 9 10 15 +5

/ 12 6 6. 7 +1

Figure.

1
,

Net .Change" = +6; -4

E-T5. PRETEST (1981) MEDLAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTAL, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER
ALL FOUR YEARS OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

Grade

Number of
Students

(
Pretest

Median
% ile

8 8

2 13 15

3 18 13

-1 4 . 14 18

f 19 7'

6 13 12

7 10 9

8 5 21

10 h,8 12

11 12 12

12 5 12

Posttest .

Median Chailge Pre

i to Post

24 . +16

17 : +2

28 +15

13 -5

12 +5

.,13 :+1
20 +11

-.48 -3

.''' 15 +3
-13 +1

8 -4

Net Change.= -1-8, -3

Figure E-6. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS A'ND STEP.READING TOTALS (ITBS

LANGUAGE TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO
SCORED AT THE 30Ta %ILE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND WHO

WERE NOT SERVtD BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER DURING THE

LAST FOUR YEA.R.S.

E -7

103
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Pretest Posttest
. 'Number of Median Median

-..

Grade Students % ile % ile
*

i K * 42 12 k 22

2 12 18 . 14
3 6 14 27

4 9 ,-12 '. 14b

5

8

. 9
1

6 1.0 16
3 . 14 14 16
8 6 10 19

10 4 8. 13

12'

.4, 11 _. - -

-

dhange Pre
to Post

+10
)L -4

: +13
+2

+1

, +3
+2

+9

'+5

-

Net Change F +8, -i

Figure E-7. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTiST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE
IN SCORES ON THE TTBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE

4
TOTAL FOR'K), DY GRADE, FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT
THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW ON THE'PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY

:, A MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER ONE YEAR DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

`41

Grade

K.

2

3

'4

5

6

7

8

10

11

12

Pretest Posttest
Number of Median Median
Students % ile % i1e

25 - 12 19

8 17 25

8 17 . 18
10 17 a2 '

9 13 11
- - -
- - -
10 21 1 19

- 13 14 10
,-

6 6 7
. 8

7 10

'Change Pre

to Post'

+7

+8

+1'

-5

-2.

-2

-4

+1

+3
,

Net Change .7t54 -4

Figure E-8. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE IN
SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, (ITBS LANGUAGE
TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR 111GRANT'STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT

THE 30TH %1LE OR BELOW ON THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED.BY
A MidRANT PROGRAM TEACHER TWO YEARS DURING THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

E- 1 04
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Pretest* Posttest

Number of Median Mectian Change Pre

Grade .. Students' %.ile % ile 4 to Post
. ..

2

3

4

. 5

'7

4

4

4

29

11

18

8

14
25

14

2

-6

+14
-4

-6

-.

6 5 5 13 +8

.7 ,6 9 23, +14

8 .11 18 '.17 -1

10 11 13 9 -4'

11 7 14 9 -5

12 5 10 - 6 -4

4411 Net Change --= +3, -7
,

II
Figu. re E -9. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN,'POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

. .

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO SCORED AT THE 30TH %ILE OR 'BELOW

ION THE PRETEST AND WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM
TEACHER THREE YEARS DURING. THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

II..

Pretest , Posttest 4

Number of Median Median Change pre

II

Grade 'Students % ile % ile to Post
/2.

2 - - -

3 5 13 23 +10

II
.4 6

5

18
%

19
+4

+1

5 13 17 ...

6 4 8 10
I

+2

II 8

7 9

5

17

20

.24

14

+7

-6

10 6 15 8 -7

II

11

12

10

6

10

6

15

7 +1
+5

.../ . mb

II

Net Change ='+7, -2

Figure.E -10. PRETEST (1981) MEDIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE

II

IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS, BY GRADE,
FOR MIGRANT STUDENTS WHO scoap AT THE 30TH %ILE OR BELOW

m ON THE PRETEST .AND WHO WERE SERVED BY A MIGRANT PROGRAM

IIAMP

TEACHER ALL FOUR YEARS OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS.

II
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Grade

Number of
Students.

Pretest
Median

, % ile

Posttest
.Median
% ile

Change Pre
to Post

560 14 26 +12
2 636 41 35 6

3 633 35 38 +3
4 667 29 24 -5
5 649 25 25 0 0

6 546 24 24 0

7

54:

69
22

24

28

25

+6

+1
10 305 15 14 -1
11 247' 16 15 , -1
12 177 14 12 -2

Net Changes = +4, -5

Figure E-11. PRETEST.S1981) MEDIAN:POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CaANGE'
IN SCORES ON THE ITBS AND STEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE
TOTAL FOR K), BY GRADE, FOR AISD LOW-INCOME, HISPANIC STU-
DENTS.

Grade

Number of

Students

Pretest

Median
% ile

Posttest
Median
% ile

Change Pre

tO Post

412 10 18 +8

2 ' 235 16 16

. 3

4

291*'

353

16

14

20

13

4-4

-1

04,

5 357 12

133

+1
6 324 11 +2

7. 355 12 16, +4

8 300 15 16 +1

10 238 10 11 +1

11 187 10 11 +1
12 133 .10 8 -2

Net 'Changes +8, -2

Figure,E-12. PRETEST (1981)
1 IN SCOIES ON TA

6 TOTAL FOR 10, 'BY
DENTS WHO SCORED

DIAN, POSTTEST (1982) MEDIAN, AND CHANGE .

ITBS AND gEP READING TOTALS (ITBS LANGUAGE
RADE, FOR AISD LOW-INCOME, HISPANIC STU-
OR BELOW THE 30TH %ILE ON THE PRETEST.
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2LABELO OUNLABELED

LABEL I D EVACG82

FILE LAYOUT

TAPE NO, Most

BLOCKS IZE CHARACTERS

'RECORD SLZ 210 CHARACTERS

EVOMIG82
DESCRIPTION .

recant

Attachment E-1
(lage 1 o£ 2)

" ..
PAGE --;' 0'12

. \
3Y :

Anna lumon
. \

DATE CREATED; \3/25/82

S UG . SCRATCH DATE; °Wing

DENS I TY BP I

SEQUENCE7;, 7;141 --a
. b filled, IDs ,

REMARKS IIEGAMId

3$94'1-82 Migrant Master. File-.

NO,OF! copmNs 1

COLS, AROM 1
I DATA FORMAT

\

FIILD NAME REMARKS \

3 1 I. 1 3 fFile Designation t tRs'
\

3 I A I 6 . ISchool Code (Current)

2 i 7 I 8 . jGrade (Current)
1\,

.2B 9 1 28 , . 1Name

7, 29 I 35 IAISD ID
,
,
,

1 36 I 36 ISex . .
.

1 37 37 kthnicity 1:6.gsggicf*Wgzioj'31."'

6 38 ' 43 1 1Birthdate
,

,

i'=;(iftgltittli getigg[aNcitYg;
I 1 44, 44. 1' 1Plag

33 45 -f7 1 *dress .. . (Same as ITUD-fila)
. 1

5 78 82 r kip Coda '

data

.

,
-

6 83
- r, ,_,_

88 .1 'itaigibilicy
fi 89 94 I. ;Termination tate

4 95 98 '1 Magiatration date
,

99 99 I .
imigranc Status 1-6

100 102 4.981-82 kotal Days Served . (tOfl Dace) '

1 103 103 1 , 1Parent Participation I .1 ii.;:giTts;_ A or 0460 Parents

1 104 104 I t re.,,girv'° !Medical Ex'pense. - All but Dentist

1 105 105
I IMedical Expense - Dentis t

1 106 1106 1
kerved by Health Svc4 .

1 107 I 107 I 1981/82 !Service Status luSerVed; 0 Zlot Served

11 108* 1 118 . '' IMSRTS Code
a enaractar =tern ,..)
3 character mnemonic code

3 119 123: 1981/82 kchievemenc scores Fall Reading Tocal,ES .

3 122 124 I 1981/82 lAchievement scores., Fall Reading Total Zile

4 125 128 1 1981:782 !Achievement scores I Fall Reading Total G.E.

LO 129 138 I RePe'ats finlds 1-C for Suring 7181-82

2 1139 140' I 1986-81 !Grade
. .

1 141 141 1 1980-81 !Service' Status 1 Served
.

20 142 'I 161 I Repeats Fields 1-D for 1980-81

23 162 1 184 I Repeats fields 1E-0 for 1979-80 ,

'E-11
107
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.

FILE .LAY6UT

OLAIIELED OUNLABELED
' PAGE 2' OF 2

'- LABEL ID evekt032 TAPE No.$0et ascent BY: Armm Numon
.,4

BLOCKSIZE CHARACTERS DATE CREATED: 3/25/82
, RECORD SIZE CHARACTERS ,,i SUG. SCRATCH DATE: ' 1

DENSITY BPI
.. SEQUENCE ID, Name.

DESCRIPT3ON E711111G82 9 ri.lied

REMARKS MEGA=

1981-82 Migrant Master File

Attachmgnt E-1

(colitinued, page 2 of 2)

NO.OFI COLUMNS
DATA FORMAT' FIELD NAME

--CILL-1c-"U2-1-wr-C)
23

i.
1 185 '207 Repeats fields G for 1978-77

3 20 216 ./ 1982-83 SchoolI 5 .

i

1 REMARKS

(Projected for next year) o,

4.

-

..1()6

E-12
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Data File Description: Migrant Student Master File (M?G'82)

3rtef descrincton of ,lhe data file;

The Migrant Student Master File contains the following information foreach atu ent in
AISD who has registered for the Migrant Program: name, grade, location, AISD ID, sex,
ethnicity, birchdate, address, eligibility date, termination date, registration date,
migrant status, total days served (1981-82), parental participation, madical and dental
expense, servide status (1981-82), achievement test scores for 1381-42 and bock througn
1978-79 (if available), and projected school 4.1982-83.-

',:h4cn students or oeher individuals are inclu'ded on the file? .711,

All students who are registered in the Migrant 2rogram.

arm°
.

r!ow often is infomacton on :he file added. deleted. or undated?

Each time a new student is registered, or core current, up-to-date information is
available..

(

'Who is resnonstble for the:wine or kddinz irjormation co :he file?

The Migrant Program Programmer and Evaluator.

, .

vas the information contained on :he file zatheret?
(A.

The file is built based on eligibility forms signed by the students' parents indicating
their qualifications as migrants. Updated information on students is also obtained frata

the District's Student Master File, teachers, and other school staff.
.

.

Are there ortbiar.s ..r4.4:1 the information on the file that nav affect the

vellii:- of :ne

Not applicable.

hat data art available concerntne :ne acturacv and reliaoilitv of :ne

Information an :he file?

Data are constantly updated as more current information is made available.

A:2 tnere notmatiye taca ::r intartterin2 :nt

resu:ts?

No.

3riad descr'-"-n of the file laout:

,The file has all the data fields indicated in the description above.

; "'"

u
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MIGRANT STUDENT MASTER FILE

Purpose

*

The Migrant Stude'nt Master File (Mig '82) Was created to provide a master

list of all eligible MUrant Program studetts in the Dittrict. All data

files used in this evaluation were matched.with this file. The main Orpo4p
of this appendix is to document theddevelopment of and use of this file.

Decisiori Question D2. Should the K-12 Instructional Compaent -

(Communication Skills) be continued ais it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D2-6: What number and perCent of stUdents

eligible for Migrant services received supplementary" instruc-
.

tion from another source?

Rrocedure

M1g'82 was created with data in,the format in Attachment F-1. The file was

crpted in the summer of'1981 by taking Mig'81 and keeping *all students who

were.still eligible for'sirvice in 1981-82. the service status was set' to

zero (not served) for all records. Additional students were added to the

file when a copy of their eligibility form was -received. The eligibIlity

fort was developed by,the National Migrant Office. The form, an explanation

of its use, and how to complete it are included in Attachment F-2..

Whenever.a new eligibility form was received, the data were coded;in the file

format in Attachment F-1 and, added to-Mit'82 which is on tape at AISD labeled

MIG82. This year loagitudinal records were added to the file. Attachment

is the file fortat for Mig'82. The, file goet back to data available from

1978,-79. It includes wherever available past achievement test data, past

grade, and past service status.

Prequently throughOut the year, Mig'82 was checked againtt the data on the

migrant ttudents on the District't Student Master File. Program MG-MGUPD

_matches Mig'82 against thyDistrict's file and corrects any mismatchet.

After dech,of the six six-weeks, periods, the service status on Mig'82 was

updated based on the data from the Migrant Student Attendance Record (sea, -

Appendix G). Whenever students were on the attendance records, but not on

Mig'82: the Title I/Migrant Administrator or the IISRTS Clerk were contacted

to provide copies of eligibility, forms for these students. Attachment F-4

is an example of the correspondence sent. When only a fewforms were ,lacking,

the EValuatoejust called MSRTS Clerk to request copies of the forms.

In additidn to providing the'main records on eligible Migrant students tn

the District, this file was used to generate a variety of service and other

reports for various District Personnel. *These reports included, producing

labels for mailouts, free or reduced-priced lunch numberp, piOjected schools lists.

current VS former Migrant numbers and locations, numbers of migrant stu-

dents kor the annual Superintendent's RepOrt, etc. Attachments F-5 through
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7-9 are 'ixamples of some of the correspondence sdnt relating to-pese service
reports. Additionally the General Accounting Office (GAO) was doing a re-
View af the Migrant Program and AISD was chosen as .16"sample" school district
to examine. Various data regardinv,the migrant studInts were given to them
using data from Mig'82.

The num4r of students on Mig'82 varied over each of the six six-weeks periods.
The figures were: 1653 students-- the first six weeks; 1684 students - the
second six weeks; 1739 students - the third six weeks; 1688 students - the

.11fourth six weeks; 1637 students - the fifth six weeks; and 1636 students - the
sixth six weeks. The variations in numbers reflect the adding and dropping
if students from the program.

4
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81.26 1 - Attachment F-4

-MIGRANT STUDENT. MASTER FLE '82

Sam-Cone
(1-3)

GRTE
(4-5)-

N AM E (LAST NAME SPACE FIRST NAME )
( 6-25)

.1 t- 1 1 1 1 I Lif
A. S, D. D, Si7 BIRTH DATE

( 26,-32) (33) (34) (35-40)

'ADDRESS
(41-6.3)

I 1.1 iii UNI III .1 Ali I

EUGS DA1E TEM. DAM REGIS. DATE
(64-69> (70-75) (76-79)

Li
MIG. STA11JS

(80)

, 4.

ow elm Am Imo mA

liSIVIS

F-5
113
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Ateachmetit F-2
81.26 (Page 1 of 8)

Identifying and Certifying the fligibility of Migrant Students

I. The plirpose of the Migrant Education Program.is to provide supplementary

academnic and student ervices for children whose education is, or has been,
interupted as a result of the mobility of their lifestyle. Identification
of a student who meets the eligibility criteria specified in Public Law
95-561 and,subsequent Federal Regulations dated April 3, 1980, qualif4es
that student to receive special assistance from migrant funded teaches and
aides tesed on the identified needs of each student in addition to the
elication programs provided by the staie of Texas.

In order to "supplement he program in operation in each ,school district
students marreceive assis.ance in language development, reading, math,
and o/ ther subject areas as well as health and clothing services. The --

'services a child receives will be supportive of the program he/she is
receiving in the classroom. The regular teacher and the migrant teacher
and/or aide will work together to help each student,learn. If the regular
teacher is working on addition in her classroom, the migrant teacher will
also be working with addition sorthat each student will be able to learn
what is needed each step of the iday. In addition to,the insIructional and
student services made available to eligible migrant students, parents are
able to,become more involved with and learn more about de school program
by'participating in parental involvement programs provided by most districts
Each district is-*also required to implement a Parent Advisory Coupcil whose
job it is ko assist theeschool in planning, implementing and evaluating
the migrant education program. Migf-ant parents are encouraged to partici-
pate in helping ensure a quality educaticn for their children.

II. Because students often are enrolled in several schools during the year, a
way,was needed to inform,each of the schools in which the student was
enrolling.what the student was working on when he/she left the distrigt.

" It was also necessary for each. school to know what immunizationeandlsome-
times what health problems a student had in order that the student sco4Id
receive health services if needed.

Inan effort to provide continuity in education and health services for
_migrant students, the Migrant Student Record Transfer System (MSRTS) was
implemented. This is a computer system which enables,a school district
to send the educational and health kecords of a student to the Central
computer base in Little RoCk, Arkansas when he/she withdraws from school.
When the student enrolls in a different or new school, the new school is
able to obtain any educational and health information available so.that
the student will be able to continue with hi's/her studies.

4 -

III. Before a 'student can participate in a migrant education program, it must
be'deterthined if the student meets the eligibility criteria established
bY Public Law 954-561,and Further defined in Vorame 45 No. 66 of the

' Federal Reaister dated Thursday, April 3, 1980, section 116d.3.
el

Program definitions pertihZnt to identification of eligible students in-
-clude: . .

(1) ,"Agricurtural activity" means--

(i) Any activity directly related to the production or processing
.of crops, daiey products, poultry, or livestock for initial

commercial sale or as a principal means uf.personal subsistence;

F-6
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Attachment F-2
(continued, page 2 of 8)

II ...,

(ii) Any activity directly,related to theipultivation or har-

vesting of trees; or
# -.14

1-iii4 Any activity directly r lated to fish farms.
.

II

.

. r f -
( 2 ) "'Currently migratory chil " means a child--

4

1

1

(i) Whose parent or guardian is a migratory agricultural worker

or a migratory fisher; and .

(ii) Who has.moved within the past 12 months from one school

district to an64er--or, in a State that is comprised of

a single school district, has moved from one, school admin-

istrative area to, another--to enable the child, the child's

guardian, or a member of the child's immediate family.to

obtain temporary or seasonal employment in an agri,dultural

or fiskOng activity. This definitiom includes a child whb

has bfen ellqible to be served under the requirements in the

preceedfnq sentence, and who, without the parent or guardian,

has4continued to miorate annually to enable him or her to

secure temporary or seasonal employment in an agricultural

or fishing activity.

.(3)
°Fishing actiOty" means any activii, directly related.to

the catching or processing of fish of shellfish for initial

ommercial sale or as a principal means of personal subsis-

ence.

(4)'(i) "Fdrmerly migratory child" means a child who--

. (41) 'Was eligible to be counted and served as a currently

migratory child within the last_li!e_2221.1, bdt is not

. now a currently migratory child;

(B) Lives in an areaKr:ed by a migrant education project;

and'
4

1

4 (C) Has the concurrence of'his or her parent or guardian to

continue to be considered a migratory child.

(ii) There is a total of six years.of program eligibility--

a 6ne year status as a "currently migratory child"sand

up to five additional years as a "formerly migratory

child."

(5) "Guargjan" means--

.! (i) A person who has been appointed to be the legal guardian

of a child through formal proceedings in accordance with

State law; or

(ii) A.person who an SEA determines would be appointed to be -

the legal guardian of a child under the law of the child's

domiciliary)State if formal guardianship proceedings were

undertaken; or ,

11.5
F-7'



Attachment F-2 II
81.26 (continued, page 3 pf 8)

(iii) A person standing in the place of A parentto a child.

II
(6) ACMigratory agricultural worker" means a person who has

moved withinthe past 12 months from one school district
0 to another--or, in a State that is-comprised of a single

II, school district, from one school administrative-irea to
another--to enable him o her to obtain temnprary..or

zozatl employment in an gricultural activity.
II

(7) "Migratory fisher" means a person-NwhQ_aas moved within
the past 12 months from one-school'district tei another--
or in'a State that is comprised of a single school dis-
trict,-from one school administrative area to another--
to enable him or her to obtain temporary:or seasonal!
employment in a fishing activity.,

I.

IV. As you will note, the Certificate of Eligibility has been revised to provide (
mdre definitive informationAn determining student eligibility and has been
divided into two distinct sections, Section A and Section B.

Section A must be comoleted each vear for al4 currently migrant students

(Status 1, 2; 4, and 5). Part A must also be completed-for newly identified
formerly tigratory students (Status 3 and 6) only if the student(s) has
never been identified_previouslv.

t

Section 8 is,to be cotpleted for newly,Odentified students only no matter the

status (1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6).. It will be neces*sary to obtain the informa-
tion contained in Part B only one time for each student identified. Certain; II

infortatison (Items-TIT-may be updated as the occasion requires.

It is extremely important that the information be aCcurate on the Certificate
Of Eligibilitx since the original white copy of the form is a legal document t

. and must be retained by the district, or in the case of Cooperatives, by the
fiscal agent, as part of the documentation needed during an audit and/or lr

monitoring of the program by state or federal, monitors.

/Once the information has been completed, the pink copy of the document must
'be given to the parent or guardian:who provided the information and whose'
signature is on the fort. IIV

The second, or yellow copy, of tilt (irm is to be sent to the terminal site

, for newly identified students. only. Both sections, A and B, must be completed II

in this instance.

A copy of:the Certificate of Eligibility and an explanatiorrof each of the
II- data elements follows,

*
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AttachZ F,2
(cOntinued, pages-4 of 8)

Section A

1. Ehter the name of the school district.

2. Enter the student nuthber and mnemonic' from the student's latest.'academic record.

3. Enter the name of the campus on which this student is enrolled or

enrolled.

would be

4. Enter the campus I.D., a four letter code.

5. Circle the status of the student only after obtaining the informatjon 'for items

9, 10, 11; 12, 13, 14, and 15.

StatUs 1:
-Status 2:

Status 3:

Status 41

c.4 Status 5:

Status 6:

interstate (out-of-stite) agricultural activity
intrastate (in.-state) agricOltural activity

formerly migrant agricultural activity
interstate (out-of-state) fishing activity
intrastate (in-state) fishing activitY
formerly migrant fishing activity '4*

6. Enter the'grade in which this studdit is or would be egrolled.

7. Enter the date of school enrollment_(if applicable).

8. Record the'student's first name, middleAltial, ern4 last name. If the student

has a nicknathe, please put it in parenthesis above the student's first' name. .

9. Circle apprOpriate identifier. ,If a child'traveled out of state, the word "state

should be. circled. If a child is traveling from a district here in Texas, the .

word "school district" should be circled.

10. Record the date the student traveled across state or school district biundaries.

.

Items 11 and 12 define a itudeO's eligibility in terms of inter and Intrastate criteria.

11. Record the city and state'from which the student traveled trthe date indicated in

item 10. This is the student's lett or latest move. In many injances-this will

bd the student's homebase.

12. Record the city and state molied to on the date indicated in'item 10:

13. Record the name of the person or.persons who were seeking 'emporary or seasonal.

emplbyment.

14, Circle the descriptor which identifies the
relationship of the worker to the

student.
4

Exainples: If the child is circled, the student's own name would be .

recorded.

If the child and the ctiild's oarent or guardian were both

circ ed, on y the name of the parent or guardian would be

recorded.
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81.26 (continued, page 5 of 8)

I

,
"14

If the child and a member of the child's .immediate

were bpth circled, only the name of the family member
would be recorded.

If the child's parent or cuardian is cirtled, the child's
parent or guardian's name would be recorded.

If a member of the child's immediate family is circled,
then the name of that family member should be recorded.

15. Identify the type of employment (tomato harvest/citrus harvest/shrimping/picking
.cotton/cherry),19King,

16. Circle the approprtate identifier.
7

17. Record the date of arrival in this state or district. This date is extremely
important since:

-

this is*the date on which the student'will begin generating funds
for the state; and

this is the date utilized to determine the period of years of
eligibility this student has in the event his/her family ceases
to migrate.

Example: Juan Tamez dna his parents left homebase on April 14, 1979
'enroute to New York state to pick onions. They returned
to homebase on October 1, 1980. Juam and his parents
did not migrate between October 1, 1980, arid October 1,
1981, therefore Juan assumed formerly migrant status
on October 1, 1981. His eligibility will terminate on
Cctober 1, 1986.,

13. Record the city and state frOm which the student is arriving:

19. The name of the person obtaining this information is to be recorded.

20. The signature of the person supplying this information must be affixed.

21. The date the signature was obtained should be recorded.

22. Check the appropriate space to indicate the language used to expkin the purpose
of the Migrant Education Program, Migrant Student Record Transfer System, and
_this document.

23. The relationship of the person supplying this information should be recorded.

Section 8 -- Newly identified students or Updating information

4
1-3. Record the student's last name, firit nule'and Middle initial. If the student

has a nicknathe enter it in parenthesis above the student's first name.
4

.4. Indicate the sex of the student by placing an X in the apprOpriate box.

5: Enter,the birthdate of the student.

A:
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Z. Enter the name of the student's father and mother. Include last names only if

different from that of the student.

4
7. Indicate the method used to verify the student's birthdate.

8. Enter the birthplace Of the student. If the student was born outside the U.S.,

enter the city and country-of birth.

9. Enter the naTe of the student's homebase city and state (hometown). .

10. Enter the grade in which' the stbdent is or will be enrolled in this district./

11. Circle the number which identifies the status of the student. (Refer to Section

A, item p).

12. Enter the student's current addres's. Include the street name and number.or'a

geographic identifier if a street address is not available.

Examples: 114 mile west of Peyton in; 4 miles east on Rabb Road,

then 1/2 mile north on len 2 miles south on FM 1608.

13. Enter the date the student.arrived n the state/school district. (Refer to

Section A, ftm 17).

14. Enter the date the student enrolled in this Icilool (Refer to Section A, item 7).

15. Enter the name of the student's guardian if applicable.

16. For Status 3 or 6 students only., enter the de when the student's eligibiTity

will terminate. This date is deter-Mined by adding 5 years to the date that a

student ceases to migrate or by.adding 6 years to the date of the studenel last

qualifying move.

Example: Jose Campos and his parents moved into school district X

on June 1, 1979,in order for his father to obtain tem-

porary employment in the tomato harvest. After theharvest

was over, his father became an employee of a local service

station. Jose was still in the district on June 1, 1980.
Because his family did not migrate during the'12 months
between June 1, 1979, and June 1, 1980, Jose became
classified as a "settled out" or formerly migrant student.

dose's eligibility termination date Can be'figured in two

i4hys. By adding 6 years to Jose's last migratory move-
ment date (June 1, 1979) his eligibility will terminate

June 1, 1985. Or, by adding 5 years to the date,Jose's
family had been.in the district for:12 months (June 1, 1980)

his eligibility will still terminate June 1, 1985.

.17. For Status 1, 2, 4 or 5 students only, enter the name and code number of the

migrant education program in wnich tne student will be enrolled in thit district.

)4

11d
F-11
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V. As in the past, the Certificate of Eligibility has been printed qn three part

carbonless paper.

Once the Certificate of Eligibility has been completed, the pink copy of the
certificate must be givetio the parson who provided the informativ and whose

signature is on the form.

The original copy must be retained by the district orPfiscal administrative agent

as part of the auditable files.

Please note: The yellow cppy of the Certificate of Eligibility will be serlit

forward to the terminal site for newly identified students only.
The procedure which follows should be implemented.

A. Students who are returning to the district who were enrolled in the district

during the year prior to the current year.

1. Complete Section A of the,Certificate of Eligibility.

2. Enter the student in HSPTS by updating the itudent's most current
Academic Record which the district received when the student with-
drew the prior year. , Record, using red ink, the information needed

to update previous information.

Items which will require,updating upoh enrollment include:

. Arrival date in state/school district (Section A, item 7)

. Cammus assignment and grade level if changed (Sec:ion A,

items 3, 4, and 5)

. Date of school enrollment (Section A, item 7)

. The name and code number of the mairint education program
in which the student win be participating

Items which 114 need to be updated if a change has occurred.

. change in Parent name (Section 8, item 6)

. change in guardian.name (Section 8, item 15)

. Of-

. .change in address (Section B, item 12)
.

B. Newly identified migrant students (students not previously identified as

eligible or students new to the district).

1. Complete Section A of the Certificate of Eligibility.

2. Complete Section 0 utilizing Wormation obtained for district_

records (AGR cards, etc.). 41,

3. Complete the logging sheet (see Stindardifed Procedures for LEAS).

4. Send the yellowicopy of the eligibility fgrm forward to the terminal

site for transmittal.

F-12
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.
SECTION A

EL 1D/93, 7 s,0
(Name ol School District)

9'
(3) ilIa...M.7,.. Eleoi (4 ' TEXAS EDUCATION AdENCY (5) Migrant Status'. 0 2 3 4 5 6

t (Campus) (Campus (.13.) . ..",....lis Division of Migrant Education (Circle)
Certificate of Eligibility'e

4. 't.
10-3. 78' / School Year .7$ - 7?

e (Grade) (School Enrbilmenttate) .

'.. . 44-7)rA,..\;,.. 8., 1, t 41..ce pp las( -3,eied gross ig) (IGEciusoi District) boundaries on (10) Orgyloy;73
. (Name of Student) (Circle)

from (It) Al) Pigs() , -7- X to(12).5w_facw_gs...4S_L.4,....1(,3) 41.-,, s,_,,e, (I LI
. .. ,

(C)ty/State-15st move) (CityiS(ate-1345tination) . (Name of Worxer)

04) (the cnuo<ronod's paren)or guardian/or a member ol the cnild's immediate family) to obtain temporary.or seasoniremployment in.
..

(15)7; Nt 1-A° Pi .4-e';'_5 (C7:1111:bove named student arrived in this (16) hool ()Istr(a) on (17) 9 - /- 72
_ .

1.
,Circle)(Type of Work)

e . (Mo/Oay/Yr)

from (18)5 ,4,v6,,,,..),.. we...sit/454v r1/
(City/State)

The purpose of the Migrant Education Piogram and the Migrant Student Record Transfer System has been explained to me.4. ls u nderstood
inat scnooi and health records will Ce translerrea to Other 30001 discncts in rihiCh a student is entailed and that these records will be made
.v414041.0 nle upon reQueSt. I understand Inat in order (or a child to be eugible (or the migrant education program, the parent or guar9ian of
the child/oust be, or must have been, a migratory agncultural worker or a zilgratory fisher.

(19) (20)
4

(21)
(Signature o('person obtaining the informattan oh orm.) (Signature b( Parent or Guardian) (Date)

(22) Language'used to explain the contents of this docum (23
etationshio)

Spaniih _ English _ Other (Specify)

3

(2).
Otudent (.0., Number Mnemonic)

I.

SECTION B This section is to be completed tor newly identified students-or to update information for previously identified students.I
(1) (2) (3) (4) Male C (5) E(rthdatir
(Last Name) 1First Nettle) -(Middle I.) Female 0 (MalOartr)

(6) Parent Information (7) Verification 0 Birth Certificate
(Name of Father) C DOCUIllent

0 Noner
0 Other .n(Name of Mother)

(5) BIrtholacr (9) Homebasr / (10) Grade_--
(City/County-CountrfiSta)e) (City and State)

(11) Migrant Status: 1 2 3 4 5 6 ? (12) Current Address: .
(Circle) (Street Address and Number)

C) a' * 4-

(13) State/School_ (14) School 1114 i;:
Enrollment (City/Stateilio Code)

1
(Telephone No.)

. Arrival Date' Date: '

(Me(DayiYr) (MolDay/Yr) CI.) '4." .%

((5) Guardian Information" (18) Eileamity Termination Date:
(Male) (StatUs 3 or 6 only) (MoiCay/Yr) ,

(Female)

(17)' Soma( Program
(Status 1. 2. 4. 5) (Npme) (CocA).-

only

4, WhiteLEA or Fiscal Agent Audit File
YellowTerminal Operator (for newly identified Students only)
PinkParent or Guardian

my.*

121

AOM.CEOR81
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Attachkent F-3
(Page 1 of 2)

FILE LAYQUT
UBELE DUNLA3ELED PAGE OF 2

LABEL ID EV25`41G82 TAPE NO. 43st recent BY: Amu Beeson
BLOCXSIZc CHARACTERS DATE, CREATE : 3/25/82
RECORD S I ZE 210 CHARACTERS SLM. SCRATCH DATE : Ongoiag

DESCRIPTNN

REMARKS

A

3

t.

zveraG82

-DENS ITY BP I

SEQUENCE ID, nalle
4 filled IDs

MEGA.maG

1981-82'Miarant Master File

NO, OF 1 COLUMNS
4A-DATA FOR i F I ELD NAME ! REMARKSCOLS . if RCM TO . . 1

3 1 3 !pile Designation l'Artt'
3 4 6 1 'School Code 1(Currenc)

2 7
J 8 1Grade t(Currenc)

26 9 j28
Iliame

7 129 I 35 I IAISb ID
,

, 36 36 'sex .

.

37 37 ;Ethnicity
ililisigici.17.1itg'ioi'3"c''.

6 38 43 1Birthdate

tcitgtIttli 11:fillEaigg?g-W
1 I. 44 44 -

1Flag

33 45 1 77 *dress . (Same as STUD-fi1 2 .

5 1 78 82 , !Zip Code

6 , 83 88 1Eligibiliiy data
.

6 89 94 ITerminii3o,dates .,
.

4 95 98 1Regiskr4tion date .v.,,v

.1 I 99 99 'migrant Statv6e-' 1 17.6

3 1100 102 1 1981-82 1Total Days Served (To Date)
1 4 1103 *103 1Parent Partitipacion i: 1 g;:411E;;

A or OmNo Parents
1' 1104 104

.v

t rve.tttarved " medical Expense - All but Dentist
1 11os los u im*c6011. Expense - Dentist .

1 1106 106' !Served by Health Svcsi , '

1 1107- 1107 1981/82 iService Status 14mServed; 0 Not Served
11 1108 1118 1MSRTS Code 11 iii:ge gertalicClode
,3 1119 1121 1981/82 1,Auhlevenant scores iFall Reading Total RS

1122 1124 I 1981/81 1Achlavement scores Ulan Rea'ding Total Zile
4 1125 1128 11981/82, IAchievement scores 17all Reading Meal G.E.

10 1129 1138 lellats fields 1-C for Spring 1981-821
2 1139 1140 1980-81 1Gride 1

. ')

1 1141 1141 1980 ' 1ServiceiStatus 11 m Served
20

, .

.1142 1161 Repeats F elds 1-D for 1980-81 1

23 1162 1184 Repeats fields1E -0 for-1979-80
I

F-14
122

1

1
1

I.

1
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Ca..ABELtD OUNLABELED

LABEL ID ,MahaG82 TAPE

BLOCKSIZ= CHARACTERS

RECORD SDZE .CHARACTERS

DESCR I PT ION

REMARKS

EVOMIC82

FILE LAYOUT

NO. Most Recent

Attachment F-3,
(continued, page 2 of 2)

BY:

DATE CREATED-:
3/25/82

SUG. SCRATCH DATE:

DENS ITY BP I

SEQUENCE ID, Naze

0 filled IDe

PAGE 2 OF 2-

Anna Beeson

2.r.EG,yaG

1981-82 Mt.irant Master tile

NO OF'l COLUMNS
COLS, 1"R0:1 TO

DATA FORMAT FIELD NAME

23 I 185 207 I Repeats fields ±-0 for 1978-79

3 200 210 1982783 School

REMARKS

I (Projected for next year)

Mane

1
rr

F-15 123

0
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. Attachment F-4
(Page 1 of 2)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

TO: Oscar,d7td

FROM: . Catherine Mr stner

SUBJECT: Students Served DUring the Fourth Six Weeks

March 25, 1982

paur students were serVed by a Migrant Program teacher during the fourth
six weeks who (according to our records) were dropped from the program
due to parent request. See below.,

Name

Paula Amato
Susan Mancillas
Yen H. Pham
Paul Rodriguez

Grade School

7 Fulmore
Govelle

7 Martin
3 Gavalle

Date of Parent Request

November, 1981
February, 1982
February, 1982
November, 1981

Is this informatipn correct? If the students have heen dropped from the
program, then the teachers need to be ipformed, if not please let us know
so we can update our records.

Attachedis a list of students (served by Migrant Progtam teachers) for wham
we have, no eligibility forms. Please send copies of their eligibilityforms.

Thanks.

CC:lg

Enclo.su're

APPROVED;

1

,Director, Research nd Evaluation

Cc: Jaally Nelson

1 24

F-16
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Need Eligibility Forms am

.

Name

These Students:

School

,

Attachment
(coltinued,'page

F-4

.

2-of 2)

_.

Grade ,./D
:..%.

Arrellano, Charlie . Highland Park *0283979 1

Cipuchino, Adrian BeCket 1205311 K
Ruben ' 'Becker 1306157 K.Castelan,

Campos, Felicita Allan 1571321 Fre-K

Crux, Alicia Highiend Park 1758001 1 1

Fabian, Moses Becker 2340304 ; K

Hernandez, Sonia Anderson 3459202 12

Lira, Eberto Highlvd Park 4637551 2

Lira, Esmeralda Brooke
1

4637552 K

Marquez, Javitr - Allan 4886694 K

Murrieta, Melinda G. Brooke 5676301 4

Mnrrieta, Christopher
Murrieta, Steve 4

Rodriguez, San Juana

Righland Park
Highland 'Park

Becker

5676302
5676303
6855704.

.

2

2
.

Sandoval, Jose A. Cook 7089951 1 ..5

Sandoval, Dean Allan 7089952 2

Sepulveda, Donny Govalle 7288373 1

Ttejo, Arlene Web6 . 8104882 6' .

Trejo, Carol Webb 6164883. 5.

Trejo, Connie Webb 8104884 5

Trejo, Suzanne : Webb 8104886. 4

Trevino, Orlanda Martin 8112081 8

Y-lj
2(.5-
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, Attachment F-5

AUSTIN INDEPENDPT SCHOOL DISTRICT
-Office of Research and Evaluation'

.

November 3, 1981

9

TO:

FROM:

Kathle,p,

Cather..cetr stner

SUBJECT: Free/Reduced Lunch and Special Education Report on Migrant
Students

1

Enclosed are the numbers we talked about last week. Cail Me if you have
any questions or if you need further information.

CC:lg
Enclosure

APPROVED: ,/

""Direc-c6r,' Risearch 'and Evaluaaon

r

`VW

-12 G

F-18
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. Attachment F-6

81.26

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Officeeof Research and Evaluation

TO: Holly Nenn

FRbM: Catherillestner

March 9, 1982

SUBJECT: Lists of Termination Dates

,
Enclosed are the two printouts you requested - one of currently migrant
students, by schOof, listed in order of their termination dates and the

Other of formerly migrant students, by school, listed in-order of their

termination dates

In the near Iuture we'll update the MSRTS num bers, so let me know if

you Vent any other 'printouts at that time. 401t.

CC:bw
Enc.

cc: Oscar Cant6

Approved: er_e_._ L. c
*Director, Office ok Resedrch and Evaluation

12 7

F-19
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81.26

Amu INDEPENDDIT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Researck.and EvaluatiOn

March 1O, 1982
t.

TO: Oscar Cgnttl ,

Jose Mara II

C .
e

FROM: Catheg.e Christner
l

II
N

SUBJECT: Preliminary Projections of ,School Locations for Migrant Students
in 1982-83 1

II

Enclosed are,the preliminary projections of locations of migrant students
for 1982-83. Remembbr these data will be'constantly updated in the future,
sp there will be changes. Also the achievement test data are not available
(since testing occurs in April) at this time. These data will be available
by this summer.

Please call me with any questions.

is. CC:lg

II"-Enclosures

.
AI*

II
APPROVED: -1)77,4:

Dirkctor, ReseartVand,Evaluation
II

cc: Lee Laws

1

.

9.
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tO:

FROM: Cather Qtristner

SUBJECT: Migrant Family Mailing Labels

AUSTIN INDEPENDLNT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and 'Evaluation

. ,

Oscar Cantu

May 4, 1982

S.

Attachment F-8

Enclosed.are the labels Aou requested for the pre-K mailout.

CC:lg
Enclosure

cc: Lee Laws

APPROVED:,-7,(
Director, Research and EvaXuation

S.

1 F-21 129'

0

os%



81.26 Attachment,F-9
AUSTIN MDEPENDENT SCEOOL DISTRiCT
Office of Research and Evaluation

May 25, 1982

FROM:

TO: James

Cather Christner

SUBJECT: Numbers of Migrant Students in AISD

Oscar Cantu forwarded your request to me for numbers_of migrant studentsfor the Superintendent's
Report.. Enclosed is a copy of a printout whichI hope meets your needS. These numbers include all students who wereeligible migrants and who were enrolled in AISD at some point during thisschool year.

,

Please let me know if ybu have any questions or other needs in this area.
CC:lg

Enclosure.

cc: Oscar Cantir
Lee Laws

APPROVED: Z
el

lkfector, Research and Eva uation

F-22'
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TITLE I MIGRANT

APPENDIX G

----:...

MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

G-1 3-1.
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Instrument Description:

m

Migrant Student Attendance Record

3riefdescrimtion of the instrument:

The Migrant Student Attendance Record was computed-generated each six weeks with an
up-to-date list of Migrant Program students. The following data were on the form
or entered by the teacher: school, teacher, student name, AISD ID, grade, ethnicity
type,of instruction, parent participation, and attendance during each day of the
six-weeks period.

.

To wham was the instrument admin4stared?

The attendance records were completed by the Migrant Program teachers on eaci: stu-
dent therserved during each six weeks. This attendance record only reflected ser-
vice by the Migrant Program teachers - not schoolwide daily attendance of these
students.

!law =arm tines was the 4.:Istrulmmt administered?

DailT frOm August 24, 1981 through May 27, 1982.

When vas the instrument administered?

Daily on School days.

Where was the instrument administered?
eke,

In a location af the teacher's choice.

;ha. admimisteed :he instrunent?

The Migrant Program teachers.

What tTaizir.2 di the administratmrs have?

Written instructions were provided.

as the instrutent administered under standardized ttnditions?
JOL

Not applicable,

7ere there artblems with :he ins:rune= cr the adninistratict :ha: tiz^,t
a.ffect :he validirv of :he data?

None were identified.

Who develoted the .ir.str.=ent?

The instrumett was developed and modified by the Title I Migrant evaluators,
present and psst.

Whac rellabilltv and ,ialiditv daca are available on :he instrument?

None.

Are there ntrm iata available !zr interzratin2 the resul:s?

No.
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81.26 1

MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

Purpose

The Migrant Student Attendance Record was completed by the Migrant Program

teachers in order to obtain information relevant to the following decision'

and evaluation.questions:

Decision Question D1-5: Should the Prekindergarten Instructional
Component be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D1=5. How many pre-K students did

Migrant Program teachers serve?

a) What number and percent of eligible pre-K,students
received services from a Migrant Program teacher?

b) What was the average number of pre-K students.deen
daily by a Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks
period?

c) What was the average number of pre-K students served by
a Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks period?.

d) What was the average number of days of instruction
received by pre-K students during each six-weeks period?

Evaluation Question D2-4. How many .K-12 students did

Migrant Program teachers serve?

a) What number and percent of eligible K-12 Students.
received 'serviaes from a Migrant Program teacher?

b) What was the average number of K-12 students seen
daily by a Migrant Program teacher during each six-,

weeks period?

c) WhaE was the average number of K-12 students served by
a Migrant Program teacher during each six-weeks period?

What was the average number of days of.instruction
received by K-12 students during each six-weeks period?

Procedure

Attendance data for students served by a Migrant Program teacher were collected

'using the Migrant Student Attendance Record (Attachment G-1). At

the beginning of the school year the MigFant program teachers were sent an

introduci*y memo (Attachment G-2) and a set of directions (Attachment G-3),

along with the attendance form for the first six weeks. For the first time

the form was computer-generated each six weeks*(see AISD program MG-AFORM0101).

1 3,3'.

'G-3

a



81.26

A carbon eopy was included so the teachers could have their own record. This'
way teachers could be provided' with updated information during the year and
hopefully be saved time because the names of the students (along with identi-
fying information)were already included. Space was provided for additional
names to be added by the teacher. New forms were sent to the.teachers right
before the beginning of each six-weeks period along with a reminder (Attach-
mefit G-4) to send in the completed attendance'forms from the preceding six
weeks.

.
.

When the completed forms were returned to ORE, the number of days each stu-
dent received instructional services was tallied by the Mig ant Evaluation
Secretary. The attendance records, were then keypunched and verified according
to the card file layout in Attachment G-5.

.

The attendance data were stored at AISD and also anaVzed here. The attendance
data for each six weeks are stored on EVOATT82. Program MG-CSORTO102 sortgVhy
ID and name. MGATMCH0102 compares the attendance file with the Migrant Program
Student Master File (Mig 482). This checks for ditscrepancies and prints a list
of mismatched students and updates the service stAltus code on MIG '82. The
attendance file is then checked and corrected by hand. MGATSRT0101 sorts by
school, grade, and name and calculates the percentages of days served by school,
grade, and total. MGATMCH0103 merges MIG '82 and the attendance file to huilti
EVOMRGAL (which is updated regularly) and this file contains the data from' which II

the attendance forms for each six meeks are produced (using program MGAFORM0101).
MGALSRT0101 sorts\by school, grade; name, and doee analyses for summary data
for each school, grade, and overall totals. An example of the,by-schoolitdata
produced are in Attachments G-6 through G-8. Attendance summaries for the
Distric't for each six weeks are inc/uded in Attachments G-9 through G-14.

Results

Evaluation Question D1-5: How many pre-K %tudents did Migrant Program teachers
serve?

) What number and pergent of eligible pre-K students received services
from a Migrant Program teacher?

A total of 137 eligible pre-K students were served in 1981-82. "The .percent
of eligible students'being seen each six weeks ranged from 91.57 to 98.3%. .

The number of students served is down slightly from the 141 served in
1980-81.

b) What'was the average number of pre-K students seen daily by a Migrant
Program teacher during a six-weeks period?

Across the six-wee19, Periods, the average daily attendance was 13 students,
down slightly from the,14 students on the average seen in 1980-81. This

may be a partial reflaCtion of the.smaller class size in 1981-82, than in
1989-81.
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c) -Wh was the average number of students served by a Migrant Program'

teacher during's six-weeks period?

1

The average number'8f students served was 120. This.is a decrease frolt: the

1980-81 figure of 13l students. This may partially (at least) reflect the

limit of class size to 16 in 1981-82, whereas in 1980781 the limit was 20

students.

d) What was the ayerage number of days of instruction received by pre-K

students during a six-weeks period?

The average number of days ser4red was 25. This is up one day from the figure

of 24 days-in 1980-81.

Evaluat.ion Question D2-4: How many grade K-12 students did Migrant Program

teachers serve?

a) What number and percentage of eligible K-12 students received
services from a Migrant Program teacher?

Over the entire school year,'including students Who hd withdrawn'from school

at some point (but who were served) 637 K-12 students were seen by a.M4rant

Program teacher. See Figure G-1. If just students who were in school the

last six weeks are considered, 534 students were seen. This is up friom the

1980-81 figure of 517 students. ,

7

There continues to be much variance in the number of eligible students
served at each level: 60.7%-72.9% of the eligible K-6 students;:69.7%-77.1%

oif the eligable junior high students; and 45.6% to 53.8% of the eligible

4enior high students. These same figures for 1980-81 were: 63-77% of the

eligible K76 students;,78-87%.of the eligible junior high students; and 33-37%

of the eligible senior high students. In comparing the two years, there was

a. drop in the percent of eligible students served at the K-8 grade levels;

while there was an increase in the percent of eligible students serVed at ihe

Senioe high leyel.

b) What was the average number of K-12,students seen daily by,a Migrant

Program teacher during's six-weeks.period?

,K-6

The average daily attendance was 28 students per teacher, up from the 22

students seen ot.the average in 1980-81. This may be a reflection of spreading

of teachers acxoss more schools by the Migrant Program,splitting funding sourdes

with other ArograAis such as,Title I or SCE,or just having half-time teachers

in several.cases.

7-8

The average daily attendance at the junior high level was 20 students. This

'is an, increase over'the 18 student average in 1980-81.. This increase is

especially impressive in that only one of the four teachers at this level was

4 G-5
135
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full-time the rest were: 40%, 60%, and 80% time.

9-12 441114010.

At the senior level, the average daily attendance was 27 students. This 1.0,

up considerably from the 1980-81 figure of. 16 students per teacher.64,

c) What was the average number cif K-12 studentS serVed by a Migrant
Program teactier during a six-weeks period?

The average number.of students served was 284. This iS greater than the
average of 246 students served in 1980-81. This may reflect the better
apportioning of Migrant Program resources to pay for parttime teachers to
reach more students.

7-8

The average number of junior high students seen was 78. This is up one stu-
'dent from the 1980-81 level of 77.

9-12

4
An average of 108 senior high students were seen. This is a considerable
increase over the average of 75 students seen in 1980-81. Thli partially
reflects a full.year of having a teacher at Crockett she began in the spring
of 1981).

As in previous years, the teaching loads,at this level varied greatly among
the teachers from a low of 17 to athigh of 37 students.

d) What was the average number of days of instruction received by Kr.12
students during:a six-weeks,period?

K-6

Eighteen days was the average number of days K-6 students were-served. This

.

. . . 4
II'

is a one day de4rease from the average of 19 days fqr 1C7,6 students in 1980-81.

7-8, .-.,;..k

. .

The junior high students on the average were Served 20 days. This is a slight -,
increae over 'the Wday:averAge for .198041.

I'

9-12

.40

The 9th-,12th graders recetyed ..an average af 21 days of instruction per six
weeks, This is down one ddY from the 22 days seen,, on the average, from
1980-81.:

1 36
G-6
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Miscellaneou's

Aitachments G-9 through G-14 are summary data charts for each six-weeks

Teriod in 1981-82. They contain the data used to complete the figurds

mentioned'heretofore-for 1981-82.

In F gure,q-1 are the fisures for the tOtal number of days seen by siudents

at ach grade level. The numbers confirm the relative stability of the
population in.that 56% were seen for 91 days or more. These figures are -

similar to the 1980-81 figures. The pre-K children were the more stable

group, 83.7% of them being served or mbre days. The kindergarten chil-

dren were the least stable with only 21.5% being seen for 91 days or_mare.
110

In Figure G=2 are given the number of students served by grade and ethnicity.
Ninety-three and four-tenths percent of those seen were ofliispanic

ground.

G-7

137 11.
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Figure G-1. NUMBER OF STUDENTS RECEIVING INSTRUCTIONAL SERVICES BY MIGRANT
%PROGRAM TEACHERS AT SOME POINT DURING 19,81-82,BROKEN DOWN BY
NUMBER OF DAYS OF SERVICE.
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Grade ETHNICITY

Amer. Indian.. Black Other Hispanic, Anglo Total

-... .

Pre-K 0

.

.

K 0

1 , 1
I

2 0

3 0

4 0

5- 0

6 0
=11,

Elementary 1,

7' - . 0

8 0

2 0 128

2

,

1

.

62

1 i 86

4 0 56

0 0 41,..:

0 1 49

0 0 36

0 0 29
A

7 4 359

1 1 49

1 0 , 39

. Junior High 0 88

9 0 4 o 64

10 0 0 0 39

11 0 1 0 26

12 0 1 0 17

enior,High 0 6 0 146

Vital 1 17, 5 -721

5 135

14 79'

.
.

2

,

92

,

1 61
,

1 42

1 .il °

1 37

0 29

20 391

0 51

1 41

j 1 92

. 2.
3 70

0 39

0
.27

0 18
1r

2 154

28 772

Figure:G-2. .NUMBER OF,ELIGIBLE MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED BY' A MIGRANT PROGRAM

.TEAgHER AT SOME POINT DURING 1981-82, BY GRADE AND ETHNICITY.
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MIGRANT STUDgNT AITFHDAHCE RECORD

08/20/81 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL: CROCIO-TT HIGH SCH001.11081
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AHO FV,LUATION FEACHER: YELBAME2ALA_,..____

. 1

INSTRUCTION CODE: 1.-s-ruoE-nI i_EAW-i-itiT,ut.A4 Cutsi-iiiiiii4 RESOURCE Ram) ATTENDANCE CODE: X:iTUDENT 'WS %0T Pt:LI-AYE SERVICE NI,
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a 2=,TW0 PAPENT_R4R11CIRATION

1ST 6 WEEKS AUG 24 THRU ncr 2, 1941

ATIENOANC_____________I_____. __ ._p__ __ _
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81.26 Attachment G-2

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT.
Office of Research and Evaluaeion

4ugust 19, 1981

.TO: Title I Mizrant Teachers

o

FROM: Catherhiner, Title I Migrant Evaluator

SUBJECT: 'Migrant Student Attendance Records for 1981-82

4/-

Accompanying thia memo are the Migrant Student Attehdance Records for the
first six-weeks period of 1981-82. They have been changed cOnsideribly

since last year. In order to save ybu time we.have computer generated the
forms with the studehts' names, IDs, grades, and ethnicities already cour-

pleted. Additional, space is included t add students who are no; listed,

but whom you are serving. Thisalist will be undated for each of the .

six weeks periods as we., get additional iaformation from you, the
District's Student Master Files or the Migrant Program.

These forms should also sefve to remind you of the,eligible migrant stu-

'dents :at your school-.

Please read,the enclosed directionsyery carefiltly before completing the

forms. I have enclosed an exampleof a completed form for additional

clarification. If you have any questions please feel free to call me.

The week before each new six-weeks period you will receive a reminder from

me to send in your Attendance Records plus's new.set of,Attendance Records for,

the next six weeks. Please send me the original of the completed forma

and keep the carbon copy for your records. ,,.

.Your cooperation and assistance'in this matter is. greatly appreciated.

CC:lg

Enclosures

Di

//
APPROVED: .1,1--/ e-e

Acting Assistant Sup. ent for Secondary Education

APPROVED: 4r/i /2/29(;;;74'.3"
Assistant Superintendent for Elemvtary Education

cc: Lawrence Buford
Lee Laws
Oscar Cantu,

Maud Sims
Timy.Baranoff

.
Jose Mats.

Principals of Schools with Migrant Teachers

J. M. Richard
Hermelinda Rodriguez

1. 4 2)
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1961-82-

Attachment 9-3

(Page l'of 3) .
INSTRUCTIONS: MIGRANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

.,The Migrant Student Attendance Recordd should be completed for each of the
following six-weeks periods:

First siX-weeks period August 24, 1981 -: October 2, 1981
.Second six-weeks perio4 October 5, 1981 -- November 13, 1981
Third six-weeks period-November 16, 1981,-- Januaiy 13, 1982,
Faurth'six-weeks period Janl.tary'18, 1982 --, February 26, 1982'

Fifth six-weeka period March 1, 1982 -- pril.,16,' 1982 A

Sixth six-weeks period Apri1'19; 1982 -- May,27, 1982

Although the name; AISD fD (if available), grade, and ethnicity will be

...._.../

entered for those students listed, please check this information to be sure

\\
it is cotrkct. If it is incorrect or incomplete, croas out what is incorrect'
and add the correct or,additional information.

':-

After each grade there is a break for you to add the names (and other iden-
tifying information) of any additional migrant students you have served,this e

six,weeks. For students listed who you did not serve at Ali, just leave the 1.

attendance information forthem blank.
s .

An example of a completed Attendance ReCord is'included.to help clarify how ,

to complete the form.
4

Complete the Migrant Student Attendance Record.daily by fpllowing the Area,-
tions listed below. include on the form any migrant students yqu have seen,
(even if you,saw the,student only once) during the six-weeks period.

=Emma: Each student's name should be listed as it appears on the
MSRTS blue form. Please put the last name first, then a
space, and then put the first name.. Do not use nicknames.

AM) ID: This is the District's seVen-digit identification code number for
each student. It should be listed in the student's cumulative
folder.

?RAD!: The student's current grade should be entered here.

,

Use the following codes to record.the-studentst ethnicities,

1 = American Indian: A person having origins, in any of the
original peoples of North American.

2 = Asian or Pacific Islander: .A person having origins in any
of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia,,or
the Pacific Islands. 'This area includes, for example, China,
Japan, Korea, Viet:Nam, the Philippine Islands, and Sdmoa.

3 = Black, dot of Hispanic Origin: A person having origins in
any of'the black racial groups.

4t`j

2
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I.

I.
1

1

Attachment G-3
(continued, page 2 of'3)

4 = Hispanic: A Ipersbil of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central '

or South American, or other Spanish culture (or origin),

regardless of rate.

5 = Anglo, not of Hispanic Origin: A perton having origins in

any'of the original people's of Europe, North Africa, the

Middle.East, Or the Indfan sebcohtinent.

The box under this heading is used to record the conditions

under which each student receives instruction from the/Migrant

teacher. , Use the.following codes to record the'type of instrUc-

tion.used for each student Served.

1 = Student leaves his/her regular%class in ordefto receive

instruction from the Migrant teacher in sOme other loqa-

tion. '(Lab or Resource Room)

2 = Migrant teacher enters the student's regular classroom in

order to provide instruction: (Teaming)

Student is registered for a regularly-soheduled class

taught by.the Migrant teacher.

4 = Other. Please Specify what other, instructional mode was

used.

Aupszta: Under this category is a column for each day in the'six-wieks

attendance period. Use these columns to record for each stu-
.

dent served (sometime during the six-weeks period) the days .

they were and were mit served by the Migrant teacher. Use the

following codes:

1"

Student does not receive services due to student absence,

teacher absence, keld trip, staff development, the with-

drawal of that studeAt -from school, etc.

/ =-Student was present this date.and recei4ed instrfUction from

the Migrant teacher.
,

PMENT PARTICIPATION:.
The column under-this heading is used to record parent -

(PAR PART) participation in the Migrant Program. Any of the

following activities should be included as parent

participation: the parents participated.in the,class--'

room; the parents,were in a conference with the teacher;

and the teacher visited the home.of,the parent. One of

the following three numerical codes should be entered fot,

each student served.

IS

0 = No_parental participation.

1 One Parent participated.

2 ='Two parents participated.'

.G-13.
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COOF:

EX/ItilfitE
MIDPANT STUDENT ATTENDANCE RECORD

/AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION
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2104IGRAHT TEACHER ENTERS REGULAR CLASSROOM (TEAMING)
3uStU9ENT REGISTERED FOR SPECIAL NIGRANT CLASS
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81.26 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office*of Research and Evaluation

TO: Title Migrant Teachers

FROM: Cathe istner

SUBJECi: Migrant Student Attendance ReCord Reminder

Attachment 4-4

This memo is to remind You to please send in your completed Migrant

Student Attendance Records. The carbon copies are for'your records.

Enclosed are the Atteadance Records for the next six weeks.

Thank you for your cooperation.

v,A

CC:lg
Enclosures

APPROVED:

0

APPROVED:

Dirctor,, Research and Evaluation,
/-

e
ACting Assistant 8tp riatendent for-Secondary Educatiot

fik

APPROVED: ,Gir/ (119/
Assistant SuOrintendeni for Elementary Education

cc: Lawrence Buford
Lee Laws
Oscar Cantit

Maud Sims
Timy Baranoff
Jose Mata
Principals of Schools with Migrant Teachers

J. M. Richard
Hermelinda Rodriguez

4-15



FILB ID A /;RJ T

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-82

CONTENT

.14o

CARD'FILE LAYOUT

Mi rant Student Attendance Record

LOCATION:

UT PF

Page / of /

/4774 ol 0-#* W

CA

acct. pass. file name

..,

Field Columns-

. . . .. .
. Description

N 1-3 '

.

.

Tile ID = ART -

4-4 Week: 1 = First weeks; 2 = 2nd 6 weeks; ri, 3rd 6 weeks; etc: .

_

'5-7

.

School Code
.

. .

'8-9
... . .

Teacher'Code. :

.

10-29
\

Student Name; Last Name !space) First Name space) Middle Initial or Name .

30,-36 , AISD ID Number ,

37-48 Grade: Pre-K = -1.;,K = 00; 1 = ql; 2 = 02r etc.

. 39-39 Ethnicity: -1 = American In4ani 2 = Asian; 3 = Black, 4 = Hispanic; 5 =_Anglo

40-40
.
Type of Instruction: 1-= Lab Or Resource Room; *2 = Teaming; 3 = Migrant Clasq,

. .

. .

,

4 = Other

' 41-41 ,

.
.

Parent Participation: 0 = No parent participation; 1 = One parent participation;

2 = two parent pareicipation.
. 149

,

42-43 X = Student does not receive sercices number .4 X's in box)
.

44-45 / = Student receives services number o / iii b.
!AO

If a column is blank,on the form - leavé fri,lank on the Card.'
,

. r

td rt0,rt
OQ m.
m,n

Tç.00 0
Pri rt

Iv
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A

01 111 aermides Biel - AllisonT

02 = Marie Mayiield - Becker
CG-= Ljnda Rodriguez - Brooke

04 M. A. Ramirez-- Brooke
05 = Shirley Trejo Dewgon.

06,= Bonnie Bahr - Dawson
07 Anna Garza - Govalle
08 = Beth Northrup - Highland Park
09 = Jean Gospin - Metz
10 = Dorothy Martinez - Metz
11 = Susan Webb - Ortega,
12.= Ofelia Saucedo - Sanchez
13 = Carol Peterson - Ridgetop

lip= Nelda Alvarado -St..Elmo
15 = Nancy'Tovar- Allan
16 = Jo Ann "Rinte - Allan
17 = Edelmira Saenz - Zavala

= 18 = Delia Saenz - Cook
19 = SYlvia Lomas - Webb
20 = Frank Garza - Fulmore Jr. High
21 = Rosi Reyes - O. Henry Jr. High
22 = Velma Menchaca - Porter/Crockett
23 = Shawn Miller - Martin Jr. High
24 = Nabor Flores - Johnston AIX

25 =: NicOlas tarrasco - Travis
26 = Debra Roddin - Anderson

7 %wig.

A

+

130

Attachment 0-5 .

A

(continued, page i of 2)
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1981-82

INSTRUCTION PROVIDED-BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)

FOR TOE First SIX WEEKS ATil,1gh1and Park

NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS.: '29

!accept et

GRADE/
LEVEL

..

N""" .1
StuJento
Sarvad

'accent et

'Mehl.
Studeato

Served

A yi Poplar

of Says el
instructiow

iteeat by Studcats

:r0.ars IT:141:t

Wets la Which
Students Served

Wore:Is"
Sam,'
Via Lab.

ttreent of

Stuaepts Serve4
Via too:
Sucking

forma of
Modesty 5erve4
Ills Special

Histrint Class

incest f
Stwasses Wyss,
Ills Oast

Iktho4s

rarsat
Peaticipatioa

54Ne Two

Parent Careta,

PRE-K

K

1 ,

2

3

4

5

6,...."
E LE M. ,

7

Et

JR. HIGH

9

10

11

12

5R.RIGH

18

14
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INSTRUCTIO11 PROVIDED BY.M1GRANTTEAGER(S)

FOR THE
2nd

SIX hEEKS AT
Dawson

NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS:
28

tartest of

GRADE/
LEVEL

W.1,4' l
"Wes"Serval

retreat fmoms
Slaw.
Sorted

Averag 'Weber
f gaff of
karma.*
Seed. Ar Stodeato

Amass terrain
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21.7 146

19.4

8.0
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.
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77.4%
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0.0%
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100%
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0.0%
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0.0%
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0.0%
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0.0%
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INSTRUCTIOII PROVIDED; BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)'

'FOR ME 5th SIX WEEKS AT Johnston.

NUMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: 28
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1981-82

INSTRUCTION PROVIDED BY MICRANT TEACHER(S)

FOR THE First SIX 'WEEKS AT AISA

MMBER OF DAYS IN THIS SIX WEEKS: 29

Note: Pre-K classes began a
week after the firdt
six weeks started.

Percent of

GRADf/
LEVEL

]

=1"
-------4
Stiv4.4

Studeats
Served

:37.1.8:: lesr

Isstructio.
deed. by dtudeftee

-.
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278
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35
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14 .

96.9%

49.3%

74.3%
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53.5%
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....--
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, .
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- 72.3%

15.2%
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30.4%
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INSTRUCTIOII PROVIDED BY MIGRANT TEACHER(S)

FOR THE 2nd SI EKS AT AISD

NUMBER .OF DAYS IN 'THIS X WEEKS: 28

4.

ii.p 0 I E/
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0.0%

0.0X
...'0.0%

.
43.5%

'''

-,..

.

, .

.

.

0

1.7%.........................
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1981-82

INSTRUCTION PR9V1DED Prh116RANT TEACHER(S)'

NI THE 3r-ci SIX WEEKS AT
ALS0

:NUMBER OF DAYS IN -Inas SIX WEEK$: 31

Percent of

GRADE/
LEVEL

16"" "
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MOM*
Stodests
Served
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at DWI el
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1

2 .

3

4
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6
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7

a
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9
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.

SR. MGR
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46

35
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52
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11

,
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91.5%

57.7%

79.8%

76;1%

64.9%

75.4%

62.5%

68.3%

70.0%

27.2
...

16.2

18.8

19.6

20.2

21.4

, 20.7

21.3
- -

19.5
........._

87,7% 0.0% . 0.0% 100.0%
:...

0.0:.

0,0%
,

0.0%

: ,0.0%

0.0% .

0.0%

0.0%-

0.0%
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35.3%
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,.....
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0.0%

0.07
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... .
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1.2%
.
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0.0%
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66.8%
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63.0%
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,
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.
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15.2%
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0.0%

17.4%
...

20.0%

17.9%

13.3%

0.0%.
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0.0%

0.0%

-----0.0%

0.0%
..

0.0%
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79.6%

17.1% .

"56.5%
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0.0%
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.0.0%
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50.6%' ........
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.
.
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0.0%
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0.0% .

0.0%

0.0%
.

0.9%

'FATAL . 634 68.7% 21.6 69.7% ,49.6% 19.5% 29.5% 1.4% 11.7r 2.4%.
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PISTRUCTIOfl PROVIDED BY,MIGRANT TEACHER(S)

4th SIXJWEEKS ATFOR THF AISD

1

NUMBER OF-DAYS IN 'no SIX WEEKS: 30

..

Percent ut .

GRADE/
LEVEL

*141." StSt"""
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.
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0.0%
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2.4%
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18.3%
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14.3%
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tnstrument Description: iecondary Teacher Activity Record (StA71

81.26

3rief descriation of the. instmtmtwat:,
This observation instrument was designed to collect inform/mien on the activities of
a high school Migrant.Program teacher and i randomly selected student during a
class period. The variables observed and coded inCluded: language spoken, class size
group size, teacher's mode (management, instruction, monitoring, and planning), stu-
dent activity (non instructional, instructional onYtask, instructional-off-task) and
MteuriAls in.use in the class. Additional space was included for notes about the
teacher's or student's activities.

To vhom was the LIstr=ant aarl.mistared?
All four.high school Migrant Program teachers.

3ow many times was the imstrmmeat achri=istated?

Each teacher was observed 10 times. One teacher was absent upon tWO c;ccasLons, so
1413 observed only eight times.

4

Then was the itscriment ad:me-II-stared?

Between October 20, 1981 and December 16, 1981.

7here was the I:1st:tided: zdatimis-eY0A1

Ln the teachers' classrooms.

;to adttimis-ared the tistrmmed /

The Title I Migrant Program'Evaluator.

7cat trainint 444 '4i admimist-aooYs have?

The Evaluator ha& extensive experience in conducting classrood observations.
. . .

Tas,ehe itstromen: admimist:Yed ander star...de:44,41d cadditions?

The classroom situations varied. .

gore there arablams with the itstr=mtnt
affect the validity of the data?

4-*
Vona were ideatified.

ho davelaced the tistrmment?

ORE staff withfeedback from the Migrant Program.staff.

t
:4110,

or the..administration that micht

;That rellabilitY and validitY data ars hmilable od the imstrmmant1

,0
No reliability and validity data are available.

Ara :hers tot= data available for id:Intact= the reeuirs?

No.

11-2, ;

v

I.

I.

I.
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SECONDARY TEACHER' ACTIVITY RECO6 (TAR)

PURPOSE

ObServations were conducted with the STAR of all high school Migrant Program
teachers to answer the following decision and Avaluation questions:

Decision Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Component
-(Communication Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation_Question D2-10: How was the 9-12th,gradeAligratit
Instructional ProgrAM implemented?

Procedure

The Secondary Teacher Activity Record (STAR) was developed by ORE.staff using

ideas from the various observation instruments developed by ORE staff in the
past. The final form usedis Attachment H-1 and the accompanying directiqns
are Attachment H-2.

The desimof the STAR provides for observing the activities of the teacher
minute-by-minute while also noting whether a randomly selected student is
on-or off-task.

It was decided by ORE that 10 observations per teacher over a variety of periods/
and a Variety of days would be enough.to do by-class analyses. The observations

were all unannounced and were conducted between October 19 and December 11,
1981. Early in the fall a.cover letter (Attachment H-3) explaining the
'observations was sent to the teachers. After rece4ving their schedules, a mas-
ter observation calendar was planned. ObservatiOns were scheduled such
that each teacher was scheduled to be observed twice on each day of the week.
The observations were also set so *there was as much variety as'possible, i.e.,
for one teacher,,3rd period was not always observed on Fridays. Thus during

0 the observation period, each teacher was observed between one-three times
during an average week. ,

The regular teachers.that the Migrant Program teachers (at Andersod& Crockett)
team-taught with were sent a memo (Attachment ft-4) to advise them, pf the
purpose of thelpbservations.

All observations were completed, except in two cases where one of the teachers
was absent. Therefdre.the summery of this teacher is based on eight obser-
vations, not ten.

The observations were keypunched and verified at Southwest Educational Develop7
ment Laboratory. The card file layout is Attachment H-5.

The observation data are on AISD file STARD0101. The program used to summarize
the da.ta is AISD file STAR0101.

H-3.

171
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Results

/Evaluation Question D2- 10: How was the 9th -I2th grade_Migrant
Instructional. Program implemented?

The results of the observations are summarized im Figure p-i. the following

can be noted from this figure:

. .

TheMigrant Prdgram teachers vary in the types of classes they tonduct -
Crockett is all teamteaching, Arederson is to a large extent team-teaching, ,

students at Johnston are mainly served in special classes, while students
at ravis are nearly always erved'in a lab/resource settin$. ,- .

. .

The:average class sizes are generally small with Crockett and Anderson
at the high end with 14 and 11 while Johnston and Travis were lowest
w1tl'ir4 and 3 respectively.

. The average group size at'all four schools was the same as the average
class size ia that the teachers generally work with the'class as a whole.

II English was the predominant language at all schools with no language spoken .

(silence) beini the next most frequent language. At Crockett and Anderson
the most Spanish was spoken, reflecting an ESOL class at Crockett and
tutoring a Spanish-4ominant student'at Anderson. . '' I

. The teachers' activities varied from school to school. At inderson,

the teacher spent slightly less than half ber time instructing, about 0

IIone fourth of her time monitoring, and one-fourth of her time planning.'
The teacher at Crockett spent the majority of her time in monitoring
activities, and lesser amounts of time in planning activities an&
instructional activities. .The Johnston teacher spent the,highest per-

II
centige ofjlis time (4$.6%) in instructional activities, while slightly
less than one third of his time wis spent in planning activities. At

Travis, the -teacher spent themajority oftime monitoring his students,
II,progress, while his second most frequent type of ac4vities was manage-

ment tasks. .
.

. In observing the students,several trends could be noted. Travis studendll . II

, .
.

,

had the most non-instructional time imtheir classes (19%), while the

others had 6%,or less. Of the instruCtional time, students at /ohnston _
were most likely to be off-task (11.7% of the time) while students else-
where were ,off-task 7.5% of the time.or-less. At Crockett stu-

.

dents,were on their instructional tasks the most (88.4% of-the time).
11

The most frequently used instructional materials across all schools were II.

dittos., All schools, except Johnstonbused a wide variety of materials -
especially library books, reference materials, and texts. At Johnston,

in addition to dittos, newspapers were used a majority of the time in the
instructional process.

;
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Since the structure of the programs at each school iS so yaried, a brief

description of each was written (Figure H-2). This summary as well as the

other summary data was sent to the program staff as well as to the Assistant

Superintendent for Secondary Education (Attachment H-6). Also enclosed was a

brief summary of what researCh has shown about the,effectiveness of pullout

programs (Figure 11-4).

a

0

4t3
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SECONDARY TEACHER ACTIVITY RECORD *

Attachment H-1
(Page 1 of 2)
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81.26

INSTRUCTIONS AND DEFINITIONS -
(Page 1 of 3)

SECONDARY TEACHER ACTIVITY RECORD (STAR)

- 1
This instrument was.developed to provide information (for one-class period
at a time) on what activities are performed by the Migrant Program teachers
at the high. school

Prior to the observation, the observer will pick one student at'random to
observe. 'Two back-up students will also be selected in case the selected
student leaves before.class is over.

Prior to beginning each observation, the following should be entered at the
,top of each of the two observation forms (one for the first thirty minutes
of the class period and one for the-second thirty minutes of the class
period):

OBSERVATION CODE: This is a two-digit numerical code from 01 -* 40 that
reflects the observations in chronologiCal order; i.e., SDl is the first
observation and 40 is the last observation.

0

TEACHER CODE: This is a one-digit numerical code from 1 4- 4. 1 = pebra
Roddin, Anderson; 2= Velma Menchaca, Crockett; 3= Nabor Flores, Joh4ston;
'4 = Nicolas Carrasco,'Travis.

PERIOD: This is the one-digit code for the Class D d being observed
* (1 4- 6).

INSTRUCTIONAL CODE: Tliis is a one-digit code of 1 + 4. 1 = If students
enter the Migrant Program teacher's room-for instruction from the regular .

classroom (the Migrant Programteacher is functioning as a lab or tesource
room teacher); 2 = If the.Migrant Program teacher enters the regular class-
room to team with the-regular teacher; 3 = If the students are registered

. for,a 4pecial Migtant Program class; 4 = Other.
,

For each minute the folloWing iteios ari noted and recorded as indicated below:

TUE .

Each of the siXty minutes per period (although some periodi may be less) are
listed* to organize the recording of-data.minute-by-minute.,.

LANGUAGE

For each minute;. one o the following codes is listed indicating the language II

spoken the majority of the minute, either by the teacher(s); students, or

'announcements.

. 0 = No language
1 = Englishá
2_= Spanish
3 = Engligh-and Spanish
4 = Undetermined

CLASS SIZE

1 . -

-
t1tj

A
The number of students in the classroom should be entered here.
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GROUP SIZE

Attachment R-2
(continued, pagedb of 3)

.

The number of students' with whom the, Migrant PrOgram4eacher, is working ,ts

listed. This'will frequently be the .same number as the class size.

t MODE
' h,

A i

For each minute
A
of the class period,the Migrant Program teacher's.activities

are coded into one'of the following four categories:
.

.

%
. ,

..-

Management .

J .
. .

A "1" is placed in tha column under Management if the Migrant Program
tag.ther isPerforming sonmanagement function. These fuhctions would

. inclUde taking roll, reading announcements, discipiining students,
collecting money, entertaining class yiditors, completing passes, etc.

#

Instruction
qk "I" isplacedin the.dolumn under InstrucLon if the Migrant Program
teacher il,conducting aa instructional actiyity. These activities Include
giving dirdctions forAn instructional activity; lecturing; li§tening tp a
student read his/ter composition; class discussion of In idsiructional
to0.cCquestion-and=answerlsessions; making assignmens, etc. .

.... ,. ,

Monitoring '.
.

4
. . .

.

t

A 11" is placed in the column under gonitoring it the Migrant Trogram
teacher is actively 'monitoring sttident work on instructiOnAl tasks..

,

Planning I,

,,.

, : .

.*A "1".is'placed in the column under Planning:if the Migrant Program teacher
. .

. . is planning cv preparing for Sn instructional iCtivity. These types of
activities indlude grading papers,writing ouegssignglent:sheets, reading
the assigathent, making noted, etc.

MEI ACTIVITIES
,

.

In his section the observer notes wheth'er the student randomly sel
invo ved in: :

4 , .

'-. /Non-Instructional Act4.vity 4. , . ".. %

A "1" is placed in4 the:alum Amder 'Non-:Instructional Actiity if tfie*
selected student fs not inliolved in an instructional actiVity\ ThiS may
mean listifig'to announcements,,being disr4tive (during a non-instructional
activity),sleepihg, visiting with ,another stident, sitting quietly (bat not
being iold,by the Eeacher .to do otherwise)1 etc.'

,,.. . 4 ,

. .
0,

InStructional Activity/On-Task . . ,. . ,

..
..

'- A "1" is placed in the coluMn under..Instructional Activity/OnrTask-if the
. rseledted student is glgticipating in an instructional activity and is.dn-, '

A. talk. .This coldqn is.aarked whenever the student is, actively working
aa.instructiOna/ teak.

Instructional cti'lltY/Offc-Task' I

A "1104.s placed ta,the solutan tincLr ihStructional Activity/Off-aask, will

thre' selected student shoulfil..be .engaged in all instructional activi.tY, but

'''. is not. This may,,inciude.any. of the Same activities - (sleeping, being
..

... Q.-
- disruptive, reading 'outside' the .14Ssod a't hand, etc. ). as in ,non-41.nstru'dtionol,
.. , .

ictivitiea. ,. : ,
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MATERIALS IN USE

Attachment H-2

(continued, page 3 of 3)

There are three columns under this heading. .When insttuctional materials_
are being used by the students, the number of the materials used (see
materials key on the observation form) is entered in the first-column.
If more than one type of materials are used, the second and third columns
under this heading can be used isa enter the number code of the additional
materials used. If no instructional material's are being used,.nothing is
coded in'theie columns. If more than three types-of mate4als are being
used the additional number(s) are.written in the Notes section of the
observation.

NOTES

for ea0 minute spage is provided for Elie observer to make written notes
. of what the teacher is doing and what the student under observation is doing.

.o
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Risearch ind Evaluation

Attachment H-3
-4

Sepcember,.29, 1981

TO: Nicolas Carrasco
Hibor Flores
Velma Meichata
Debra Roddin

FROM: CatherinAlitner

SUBJECT: High School MigrantsProgramTSacher Observations

AA you hopefully'noted from the blue evaluation findiMgs handout, observations of

the &gra:it Program teachers-at the high school level are pladned for this year.

The observations will begin the week of October 19 and end by December 11. You

will be obsirved 10 times during this time for a class period. Thi observations

will be unannounced. At the end of esch observation I will leave a copy of the

comRlsted observation form with you.

In order to plan the observations I need to get a copy of your daily ciass sched-

ule/or each pericidlor a week (in Case you have day-to-day variations). On

your.schedule please indicate room locations and the games of any regular teachers

with whom you are team teaching. I will notify these regular teachers of the

observations so.my coming will not sImprise them.

Please send your schedulee as soon as possible to me at the Adt;inistration

Building; Box 79. Your help and cooperation is appreciated. Please call me with

any.questions.

CC:1g,

Acting Aseistant uperintendin for Secondary Education

cc: .Lawrence Bmford
Lee Latis

pscar CanEu
Jose Mita
Maud Sims
J. M. Richard
Charles Akins:
'Forrest Min*
Adam Silgado
Rodger Wiley

.H-11

4 1
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.81.26 AUSTIN INDEP 11U SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

October 13, 1981

TO:. ' Teachers Addressed

PROM:" Cathençristner, Title I.Migrant Evaluator.

SUBJECT: High School Migrant Program Teacher Observations

Attachment H-4

This semester I will be observing each of the high school Migrant Progrm.
teachers. The observations will be for a period at a time and will be

unannounced. Since the Migrant Prokram teacher team teaches,with you, I
will be observinein your classrooi. Wbile obServing ia gout classroom,
I will be observing only the Migrant Program teacher - not you.

If you have any questions or concerns please feel free to call me at
458-r227.

CC:ig

APPkPVED:
irector, Research an8 Eval

APPROVED:- 1--4.;%/
Acttng Absfs-tant Stiperin endent for Secondary Eddcstion

ion

cc: Velma Menchaca
Nabor Flores
Debra Roddia
Maud Sims
J. M. Richard
Lgurence Buford
Forrest Kline
Charles Akins

.

Aden Salgado

Lee Laws
JoseMata
4(scar.Cantu 7

H-12



FILE ID A / Rk."1

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-82

CONTENT

1 8 i

CARD FILE LAYOUT

1 -

. A

. , 1

"\ . * i
.1.1' 1

It

.

.

.0
...

it /. -
ef. t

Pag43- of 'Z:,

LOCATION: ...

..- .1

. I, .
co

/Ain ,SY-Pt aqb it 1 0:w. .

,.. : CAI
1

.

acct. pagn. file name'

Field
.

Columns

.

. . ,

.
Description -

.

A 1-3

1
. .

. , I '

File ID = ARY ..

.. .

B 4-5
: -

. .

. .

Observation Code: 01 -4- 40 .4.

C

.

,

6-7
3 t

Teacher Code 1 = Debra Roddin; 2 = Velma 14enchaca; 3 = Nabqi Flores; 4 = Nicolas

.
. .

Carrasco - _
.

84
. .

.

Period:1 + 6 .

.
,

E 9-9
,

Instrlictional Code: 1 = Student Leaves Regular Class (Lab or ResourcerRoom);

. .

,-

= Migrant Teacher Enters Regular Cassroom (Teaming)r 3 , Stutfent,Registered
0 4 1

v .
for Special Migrant Class; 4 = Ocher (Specifjrr*-,,,, ,

F 10-11

-

, ..1 .

Card Numbei: 01 -4- 15 , .

4. , .

-.- , ..., ..

Language: 0 = No Language; 1 English; 2 = SpaniA 11= fled; '4 getermiii&A.
. A...,

. .. .
t

... :

- ..,

Class Size: Number Listed .
- . p

, -
'.4

G 12-12

13-141U

I 15-16

.. . t ,
- 4 . ,. .

Group Si!z
.

el Number Listed . . ,

t, '...'--.:i

J 17-17 ..

. Y A
^- 1 , . 'A, $

. -

Mode: Management (1 op.'Blatik) ' ..

. j
. . . .

"Model'''. Inairuction (1 or Blank)" ''' ''''K . - la-18

L 14-19
e

.

i
. -

..... ...
. :, .

- -
'Mode: Monitoring (1 or Blank) ,. 4.. ... ,

, .,--.1Q2,, .:

,
. . .

. .. . .... -s' -

,.

a'
1.A"4

-

.."

ro.rt
o
ovpDi

n

0
-1-h rt.-

'44
1
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FILE 11) 4, /

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-12

CONTENT

4

CARD FILE LAYOUT

Secondary Teacher Activity Record

Page 2 of 2

4.

LOCATION:

06. 1/"mu .:7-A0,414
,

ut PF
*

acct. pass. file name
.

Field

.

Columns

.

.
,. .

. ,.Description
.

.. M
., .

20-20 Mode: Planning (1 or' Blank) 14
. .

N 2V-21. Stiittsrit Activities:. Non-Instructional (1 or Brank)
..... : .-. . ,.

22-722
,

Oudent' ActiVities: Instructional/On-task (1 or, Blank) .

P
. . _

.. 2.3-,23' i
. .

,

sti4ent,..Aetivities: Instructional/Off-task. (1 or Blank) .

, .

.24 -24, .

, ..
Mnterialsin Use; Number listed (1-9) or Blank ,

. R ,;...*25-2,5J.-:
. .:.

_ _____,: '', . ''..' '+' :

Mat'erialii in Une.:..'..NUntbeer :listed (1-9) or Blank .

g. :.-
..26-26'..,

.

Materials in Use:' Number listed, (1-49) or Blank '
.

.
2.

;2,7'727 ' Mat'ei;ials in Use: liumber listed 14) 'or Blank ,

.. ' 8-42

.

Repeat pattern of field G 4-'ir- ipi nett minute of observation .

- -_.-
. 3'.-.51.

, .

Repeat Paiter.n. of fieiil G :-* T. for next Minnie of observikriOn.
.

- 58-72, Itepeat 'pattern of £10,-a G 4- ror next, minute Of- dbiervation ; ,..q.' --,
/..

.:.
.

.
.. .

.,

,.

-. ,
,NOTE: , Cala...X... ...

.
.-...:.;.,.. ,

-has 'ill'Ijattes :1-zr; 2.,,has rain.....5-8;- 3 has min, 9-12; 4 has min.-13-16; 5 -has'
...

. mit . 17.20;:6 has mitt. 217.-24' 7 MO, mitil.'25:1728;1 has min. 29-32i '9 hits"`Inint: 33-36;
______1.- ! ... __tasra n. 7 ; . llMlaSminb

"'min,. 51,-66; tnin. 5740.,
7 ; as mirt. - ; - ;; 7 ,,,

. ,:,

, ',

as.m n
t,)
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT

81.26
Office of Research and Evaluation

March ,12, 1982

TO: David

FROM: Catherine Christner

SUBJECT: High School Migrant Instructional Program

Attachmen 11-6

I appreciated our conversation about the high school Migrant Program. I have

enclosed some materials for your consideration in planning.

The first enclosure is'a very brief summary on the reseatch on various wgys

of delivering supplementary services.

The second enclosure is a summary of the observations that I conducted in
the fall of the high school Migrant i'rogram teachers. One,side is a brief

sumMary of the setup at each school while the other is a summary of some

of the observatian findings.

G1

eva
bee

d I would be very happy to talk with you or meet with you about_the
ion findings over the last several years an this program. There have

e consistent findings from year to nar at the high school level.,

CC:lg

Enclosures

APPROVED: 1%.-7714.--
-

Director, Research and Evaluation

cc: Lee Laws
Joag Mhta

Oscar Cantu

*

H-15
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School

Anderson

'Crockett

Johnston
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SUMMARY IIIGH SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAH TE/iCHER. ORSERVATIONS

10

FALL 1981

Type of g ... 1A4g.... Spoke. Teocher A.tIvIty . Stu.li-n4 k.tlylty heteanle vi4.1

111!

i
.I.

4

0
1

u.
1 1.

V i
i I

tilir;
1,4

1

:IV
..41

11;

V,
ft0,

t

,......._.

g
FF
;

FE
gg

4

. " t
f

.

1.12 13.42 18.12 II II 18.91 14.51 pi 6.62 10.11 41.12 221 15.18 62

,

15.22t_7.52

,....--

62 .5.22 P2 11.62 2.62 4.52-16.52 p.52

,

01 1002 02 14 '14 10.61 15.13 1.31 12.51 6.4I.13.62 61,12 0.112 6.42 88.42 5.12 5.62

Ot 41$0.62

64.41 02 19.12 .02 12.12 11.31 5.21 02 10.12

12.4Z OI 81.61 4 4 15.12 86.11 OI 0.22 10.62 33.62 15.12 10./I 3:42. 4.42 11.72, 02 02

--a-
02 02 0.52

18.92

C52

12.32

4.52
env.-

elle_L.

17.81,

5.52

i.

12.82
81.63 OI 124I

,a

3 3 11.42 81.01 OI 1.62 21.41\111 68.22 6.12 192 1.92 5.it,,oz 6s.ps 02 22.12 ex 9.62

Except for the ayeroge class size/per minute and the'average group sl.e/per minute the numbers repiesent
percentages of eoch type of %cavity, etet. Understudent actAlty, ti.eme percent'ages reflect,..whether II
student randomly selected (for every observation) was involv0 in nowinetructional activitiee, in inotrue-
tional ectivities and on-task Or in instzuctionol activitie* and off.task.

..,.
.'

*
.

4

I
l'

MRE H-1. SUMMARY HIGH.SCIMOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER 014ERy TINS. :'. .,

4. t
4.

I.
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SUMMARY HIGH sciooL MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER'OBSERVATIONS

rALL 101.

In October-December, 1981, 40 observations were conducted of the high school

Migrant Program teachers. Each class (less Wdvisories) was observed 2 or 3

,times. The observations were unannounced. Each teacher:was observea 10
times, except one,teacher who was absent for MO of the observations.

ANDERSON

Teaches one reading tutorial-class
for Migrant Prograi students only
Team teaches with language arts
teachers for other classes
The two teachers share teaching
lessons
Both teachers actively monitor
students while 'they 21'

4. Regular classroom setup

Follows AISD:'CurriculuM
. Students get AISD credit

JOHNSTO

Studatts registered 6or special
migrant class,'except for one
Aeriod where students are pulled
-frog' regular class.

. All diasses taught in 'same
manner--each:-week 20 vocabulary
wotds are place4 on board and .

during the week students do
vario s activities (word games,
etc. (using the different words).

. The econd half of each'class is
0

devo ed to students (one at a-
time) reading aloud stories in
the-newspapefwith the.teacher
correcting pronunciation and
making comments. .

Students work around tables
Teacher selects vocabdlary,
unrelated to AISD curriculum
Students do not get AISD credit,
.but get local campus credit for
the.c.lass..

CROCKETT

Team teahes with two language arts
teachers and one ESOL teacher .,

, Except in the ESOL.class, the regu-.
lar teacherS do,most of the instruc-

.

tion 400

Migrant Program'teacher is a very

active monitor at all times
P.e;ular classroom aetup

Follows AI:SD-curriculum
Students get AISD credit

,TRAVIS

For 2 periods, Migrant Program stu-
denEs are registered for study hall
with the Migrant Program teacher.,
Students work in a resource setting,

..tpulled out of regular class for the

theric1asses.
Teacher tutors or works with stu- -

dents on lessons/assignments (in a.
variety of subjects3 given by the
students',regular classroom teach-

efs. This is true in study halls
also.

. Teacher Actively Mo410FS students'
progress.
Students wor
Students' wor
curriculum.,

around small table.
is based upon AISD

No AISD"cred t is given o er than
cfedit.for r gular4cfass.

Figure 11-2. SUMMARY HIGH SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER OBSERV

H=17 -

ONS:

ifirebriffit



81.26 AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
4ffict of Research and EValuation

Bated on current research and on AISD's experience with Title I,
MI:grant, and SCE programs, the follawing,statements appear to. be

;
true:

1. _gull-out programs produce few positive results (Ihe instruction
provided by AISD's pull-out teachers may have been good,enough
to offset ehe negative influence of pull-out programs), ihe
net fesult has been no loss of learning progress for set:dents.

;. The major fault's of pull-out programs-include--

af. dividing the responsitility of a child's success so that
no'one person is tray,accountable for learning.

b., 1ack of coordination between the regular program/teache;
and the pull-out program/teacher.

3. Team teaching ,has produced slightly better results by addressing
a ahd b.

4. Lowering the Pupil'Teacher Ratio appears to be even better than'
yie two other options listed since one teacheeis totally account-'
able for a smaller number of-students.

. ?

Figure 11-3: VERY 'BRIEF SliMMARY OF COMRENSATORY PROGRAM FIHDINGS.

I.

I.



I.

cts

81.26

N7'

TITLE I MIGRANT

APPENDIX I

+MIGRANT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE
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81.26
Instrument Description: Migrant Teacher QuesCionneire

Erie descrtntion of chit-tin:rumen:

This questionnaire is an eight-item survey designed to gather the teachers' percep-
tions of several aspects of the Migrant Program including length of instructional
time, scheduling, coordination with the regular classroom teachers, supervision,
health care, local_PACs, services of tne community representatives, and the Man.

To whcm was the instmument admimls:ated?

All Migrant Program teachers.

Saw :an* times -as tha instrument administered?

Once.

Than was the instrunent admisteted?.

March, 1982.

4(
vas tme instrunemt adninistezed?

The questionnaire was sent to the teachers via school mail co their school locations.
. ,

7ho admimistv-ad the inst=nane?

Not applicable.

What rtainins d' tha a =tots have?

Not appli 1 .

7as the instrument 1:&limistered ander s- ^derdizad car:attune? '

No.

7ere thete ttchlems wttY: :he ims:tanem or ths a iitieinn thee hizht
affec; che va.Ld1rv oi he dani?

None were identified. *

'Am devalooed :he instrmnent?

088 staff.

That raliabilitv amd validity data

None'are available.

ard available cm the imst:tunent?

Ars :hare morn feta available,fst inter:retina the results?

.5

,



81.26

MIGRANT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

Purpose,

The Migrant Program Teacher Questionnaire was sent to the Migrant Program
teachers in the spring of 1982 in order to obtain information relevant to
the following decision and evaluation questions:

Evaluation Question D2-5: How successful was the implementation .

of the K-I2 Component?

a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
teachers?

Evaluation Question D3-4: -How successful was the implementation
of the Health Services Component?

*a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Ptogrem
teachers?

Evaluation Question D4-4: Ho*w successfu.1 was the implementation
of the Parental Involvement Component?

c) What concerns/strengths were identified by'agrant'Program
teachers?

Evaluation Question 175-2: How successful was the implementation
of the MSRTS Component (including SIS)?

a) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
teachers?

Procedure

1/4 ,

The Migrant Teaeher Questionnaire was deyeloped ta be the only contact with
elementary-and secondary Migrant Program teachers in 1981-82 for the purpose,
of gatherineevaluative data about the program. For the first time this

k effort was conducted through ORE's District Priorities staff. The Migrant
Teacher Questionnaire (Attachment I-1) wAs developed by Migrant Eviluator.

The form was then given to the District Priorities staff to genera , is- .

tribut,e,and receive back from the teachers. tn addition to the g agrant
Program items, the teachers were randomly given several othe. ms dealing
with other District concerns. Each teacher therefore receive is/her own

unique.computer-generated questionnaire. The only results discussed here
are the ones dealing with the Migrant Program items. ,For more complete "details

on the procedures and results of the other items*.see the 1981-82 Systemwide
Evaluation Final Technical Report (ORE Publication Number 81.24), Appendix H.

19 A



81.26

The surveys were sent through the school mail in early March. An eplanation

leteer was mailect to principalOsee Attachments 11-2 and 11,3) at the same 4'

time: Three weeks later a reminder was sent to those teachers who had not

returned their questionnaires. Seven of the nine elementary Migrant Program

teachers and all of the secondary Migrant Program teachers returned,their

surveys. The survey data were summarized through the use of DISTATP:'

Results

Evaluation Question D2L-5: How successful was theAmplementation

of the K-12 Component?

a) JIhat concerns/strengths wete identified by Migrant Program

teachers? ^,
Figures I-1 and 1-2 present the summarie% of elementary and secondary Migrant,

1 Program !teachers' responses to the'questionnaire items. The responses to

items 1-4 are applicable to this evaluation luestione.

Elementary
,

or,

As Can be noted from Figure I-1, the elementary teachers had generally posi-

tive feelings about the instructional time given, scheduling oordinatios th

regular teachers, and the instructional sUpervision they received: The

strongest of these areas were instructional.supervision and coordinati

with length of instructional time and scheduling receiving slightly mo e neu-
.

tral ratings.

Figure I-3 contains the r6ponses of the Program teacher to slmilar quesçons

in 1980-81. As can be noted the teachers expressed A h her degree of s is-

faction with these afeas in 1980-81, than was expressed by teachers in 81-82,

Secondary.

The secondary teachers' _responses to items'1-4 are in Figure I-2. :"/They ere

more positive than the elementary teachers about the length of insttuctional

time given. They had the same mean rating on supervision as the elementaryfeacher

(genekally positive). In the areas of scheduling and coordination with regular

' teachers, there was slightly more dissatisfaction expressed (than in the other

two areas), although the responses here_were overall of appositive nature.

Figure 1-4 contains the responses of the secondary teachers to similar questions

in 1980-81. The areaa,of satisfaction were reversed from 198T-82. The sec-

ondary teachers were most satisfied with their coordination with the regular

teachers. and the area of length of instructional time provided was the least

satisfying (of the instructional areas) to them. .

Evaluation Question D3-4: How successful' was the implementation of

fhe Health Services Component?
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a) What concerns/strengths were identified.by4igrant Program
teachers? .

1

...

Elementary -

As seen in Figure I-1, the responee.to iEem 5 on health services"by elemen-
tary teachers was generally positive. Three of'the seven teachers were
neutral. .

In 1980-81,.all elementary teachers' e/cept one,were highly pdsitive about

the health servicei°(see item 5, Figure I-3).. In fact, this was their higbest'
rated item. The'lower ratings in 1981-82 may reflect the generally more .

moderate ra'tings of teachers in 1981-82, or a lessening of satisfaCtion with
. ,

the health serviees Provided.
. .

Secondary
,

As with the elementary teachers, the secondary teachers'(see item 5, Figure
I-2) were generally satisfied with the healtiuservices provided.-

In examining the secondary teachers"responses from 1980-81 bout health
services tsee item 5, Figure 1-4), their rating of health services Was bigher
than In 1981-82 and the highest of the ratings ehey gave.

Evaluation Question. D4-!4: How successful was the implementation of

the Parental Involvement Compotient?

c) What concerns/strengths were Identified by Migrant Program

teacher's?

Elementary

Of the two items (item 6 - PAC, item 7 - community representative) rated, the
elementary teachers rated their satisfaction with their PACs as the lowest.of
all eight items (see Figure I-1). The higheat rated of all items was their

satisfaction with their community'representatives.

In 1980-81 (see items 6 and 7 in Figureln3) the teachers also ware generally
dissatisfied with their campus PACs. They were generally satisfied with theii

community representatives'but less so than-in 1981-82. '

Secondary

Ai with elementary Migraht Program teachers, the 1981-82 secondary teachers
were generally aissatisfied with their'PAC.(see item 6, Figure 1-2). This mgy
'reflect:their dissatisfaction with having a single Secondary DistrictWide PAC,
rather t'han,individual campus PACs - or it may reflect some dissatisfaction
.with the functioning of the PAC. This was the teachers' lowest ?ated item.

-

I-5 194.
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As can be noted in Item 6, Figure I-4, the secondary teachers in 1980-81
were (as a group) not as.satisfied as theY:could Se with their_PACs. Ho;iever

their satisfaction was higher than the 1981-82 teachers as a group.

The secondary,teachers in 1981-82 were ag a group generally neutral about their
community representative (see item 7, Figure 1-2). As can be natea from the
figure, there was a very wide range of satisfaction with the community repre-
sentative services.

In 1980781, the secondary teachers Were positive,(with_one_exception)..about tpe
service offered them. See Figure 1-4, item 7. Thus there was a decrease'iii,

teacher satisfaction from 1980-81 t9 1981-82.

,Evaluation,Question D5-2: How successful was the implementation of
the MSRTS CoMponent?

a) What concernshstrengths wer>identified by Migrant Program
teachers?

Elementary
./

The'final item in Figure I-1 contains the elementary teachers' responses to
the MSRTS. The majority were neutral about'the system, while one was posi-
tive and the other was negative.

In 1980-81, the element4ry teachers' responses (see item 8, Figure I13) also
indicate a generally neutral attitude about the MSRTS.

'
Secondary

T. It

The.secondary teachers expressed the same sentiments about the MSRTS (see item
8, Figure'I-2) es did their elementary, counterparts - they were generally
neutral about the system.

1980-81, the secondary teacher's were generally neutral to slightly negative
(see.item 8, Figure Ir4). Two teachers did not even see the.system as
appliCable to them.

. ( ,

.

. Unfortunately the teachers did not Take any written comments on thd completed
# questionnaires to allow real interpretation of their reasons for being sat-

isfied/dissatisfied with the matters upon which.they were surveyed.
.
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,-ELEMENTARY TEACHER RESPONSES 1981-82
MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

'1

5 4 3 2 1 0
.. . , ,--4

.0 o 4

. Please rate your level of
agreement with the tollowing:

1. lbe length of instructional. '

time provided to the Migrant
Program students this school
year has been as much as was
needed.

r-I

Ue1.4
0 W
H <4

WWd

0

Z
0 '

Z

$.4
W

Mri
CC

"-I 14
1-i 00

4.1 M
0 riH A

Uri
41.1 m

0 a
2;,,t4

. The process used for sched-
/ uling Migrant Program stu-

dents-this school yeat has
worked well.

3. The coordination .that I have

had with the regular classroom
teachers this school yeat has
been what was needed.

Mean a

'

, .

0 5 0 2 0 0

.0.0; 71.4% 0.07. 28.6% 0.0% 0.0%

0 3 3 1 0 b

0.0% 42.9% 42.9% 14.3% 0.0% 0.0%
.

4 0 2 .0

14.3% 57.1% 0.07. 428.67. 0.0% t0.07.

li

3.4 7

3:3

3.6 7

,.

4. The instructional supervision. 1 . "5 0 0 1 0 .

'that I received this school '

year has been what I needed. 14.3% 71.4% 0:0% 0.0% 14.3%. 0.0%, 3.7 7

_

..,.

,

5. The health care services pro- 1 3. 3 0 '0 O.

vided by the Migrant Program
Nurse this school year have 14.3% 42.97. 42.9% Q.0% 0.0% 0.07. 3.7 7

met the needs of Students.

6. The operation of my sC'hool's 1 -1 3 0 2 0

PAC this school year has

been effective. ',,
14.3% 14.3%

,

7. The services'provided by the 1 4 V 2--
cormunity representative(s) ..

this school year have been. 14.3% 57.1% , 28.6%

what was_needed.

42.9%

The benefits I have received .1 0 4
from the MSRTS (inauding SIS) .

this school year were worth 16.7%- 0.0% 66.7%
.

the efforts I-.Put into it. ......,

0.0% . 28.6% 0.0%

0 0 0

0.0% 0.0; 0.0%

.1 0

16.7% 0.0% 0.0%

2.9 7

3.9 7

3.2 6

4.

Figure I-1: SUMMARY OF ELEMENTARY.MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE

ITEMS IN 1981-82;

1-7
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SECONDARY TEACHER RESPOSES.1981-82,

4NIEGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

5

1-4

0 a)
.1..) p
0 ba

EI 4

'4

0
0
P
W4 ,

3

0
P
u
Z
0Z

2
w
0
PW
0
M
.1-1

0

l
o

>1 0
f-I f-1

F-1 W
0 0

..1..; ca .

0 1-1
E-4 0

o.
<-1

4
0
a.

f-I

4..) a.
0 O.Z4 me

2

,

28.6%

0

(I4 .

57.1%.

0

0.0%

f
1

14.3%

0'

0.0%

0,

0.0% 4.0

3 1 1 1 1 .0

. .
.

..

Please rate your levek of
agreement with tht following:

dr

1.
4.

The length of instructional
time provided to the Migrant
Program students this school
year has been as much as was
needed.

. p .

2. The process used for sched-
,
uling Migrant Program stu-

.. -

.dents this school year has ,42.9% 14.3% 14.3% ,14.3% 14,3% 0.0%. 3.6
worked well,

3. *The coordination th t
<77--iiad with the regular

teachers this school y
been what was needed.

4. The instructional
that I received this
year has been what I

I have 1. 3 1 0 1
lassroom

r has 14,3% .42.9% 14.3% 0.0% 14.3%

snpervision: 2 3 1 0 1
school 28.6% 42.9% 14.3% 0:0% 14.3%
needed. -

pro- O. 4 2 0 O.
Program
have 0.0% 57.1% 28.6% 0:0% 0.0%

5. The health care services
vided by the Migrant
Nurse this School year
met the needs of students.

,.0
0.0% 3.7

14.3% 3.7

6. The operation of my.school's 1 1 0 4 1 0

FgC tfiis school year has

been effective.
14.3% 14.3%. 0,0% 57.1% 14.3% 0.0% 2.3

. . .

7. The services provided by. the :. 1 2 2 IE. 1 0

community representative(s). . .

this school year have been 14.3% 28.6% 28.4% 14.3% 14.3% 0.07. 3.1

what was needed.
.

8. The benefiti I have received 0 1 6

froethe MSRTS (including SIS)
. this school year were worth 0.0% 14.3% 4.7% 0.

the efforts I put into it.

0

. 0.0% 3.1

Figure 1-2: SUMMARY OF SECONDARY MTGRANT pROGRAM TEACHERS RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE
1ms IN 1981-82. .

(-
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'ELEMENTARY TEACHER RESPONSES 1980-81
MIGRANT ZROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAiRE

Pleaserate your level of
' agree ent with the following:

L

,

5' 4 3 2 1 w .
...I

sw w ,o
.

, ,..i. w
.I m .. rI /4 UrI CU W )4 W ri
M W . fW 4,.) M _74 T _i" 0 0 " 0 " 0.

W (3) . 4.4 0 ri . 0 0.
E-tr f,4 4 Z CI Er4 M Z <4 Mean n

1. m satisfied with.the lengt4. ,2

of instructional time provided
to the migrant students ehis 28.6%
school year.

4

2. I am satisfied.with the process
'used for scheduling migrant stu-
dents this school year.,

4

57.1%

3.4/ am satisfied With the coofdina-
tion that I have Wadwith the
regular'classroom teachers this
school year.'

4

57.1%

4. I am satisfied With the instruc-
-tional supervision that I received
this school year.

3

42.9%

\ I a2satisfied wl.th the health
care services provided to the

4 ilf) :

57.1% 00%

2 0

28.6% 0.0%

2 1- ,

28.6% 14.3%

2 0

28.67. 0.07.

1 0

,migrant-students this schooIryear. 85.7%:14.3% Oed%

1 0

14.3% 0.0%

r. 0

14.3% 0.0%

0 0

.0

0.0i. 4.0 7

0 e

0.0% 4.3 '7

0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.4 7

2 0 0

28.6% 0.0% 0..6% 3.9 7

6. I am. satisfied with thoperation 0 1 2

ok my school's PAC this school
year. 0.0% 14.3% 286%

7. I am satished with the services 2 2 2

provided by the Parental Involve-
ment staff and my community repre- 28.6% 28.6% 28.6%
sentative this school year.

'
8. I am satisfied with my experience 0 2 3

with the MSRTS this school year.
'0.0% 28.6% 42.9%

.

0 0 0

0.07 0.0%

.4 2

28.6% '28.6%

1 0

14.3% 0.0%

'2

28.6% ON%

0.0% 4.9 .7

0

0.0% 2.3 7

0

0.07.- 3.7 7

0

0.07.) 3.0

Figure SUMMARY OF ELEMENTARY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTIONNAIRE

ITEMS IN 1980-81.

1-9
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!'

SECONDARY TEACHER RESHNSES.1980inll

MIGRANT pROGRAM TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

41.

Please rate your level of .

agreethent with the following: 0

1. I am.satisfied with the length

of instructional tiie proliided

to the migrant students this ,

school year.

2. I am satisfied with the pnocess ''--

used for scheduling migrant stu-
dents this School year.

...

3. I am satisfied with the coordina4
tion that I have had with the regu-
lar classroom teachers this school

. year,

c4. ,I am satisfied with the instruc-
.

,

tional supervision that received

this school year. ,-

5. I am satisfied with the health

care services provided to the ,

migrant students this school year.

6. I am satisfied with the operation
of my school's PAC this school
yeir.

7. II am satisfied with the services
provided by the Parental Involve-
ment staff and my Community repre-
sentative this school,year.

8. I am satisiied with my experience

5

.

m w
J.)

0 W
E-1

4

w .

w

'W

. 3

'

$.1

GIZ

2
w

5.1

.00

0
.1-441

I

1

w\
Irf
r1CO

0
CZ

1 3. Ô 3 Of.

14.3% 42.9% 0;0% ..4".97. OA%

.

1 3 0 2 ,

.

14.3% 42.9% 0.0% 28.6% ;134

..

2 3 1 '. 0 ,.. 0
.

,

28.6Z 42.9% 14.3% 0.07. . 0.0%'

0 1c6 1 la 0 ..

.

0.0% 85.7% 14.3% 0.0% 0...52

4

57.1%

2

28.6%

1

14.3%

.0),

0.0%

0

0.0%,

1 2 ' 1 -. 3 0

14.3%. 28.67, 14.3% 42.9% 0.0%

1 4 1 1 0

.

14.3% 57.17. 14.3% 14.3% 0.07

.

o 1 \ 2 1 1

r-1
.o, w
C.)rt

2: io Mean n

0.07. .3. ..7 °

.

-I,
.. ,

-,-'

14'.37. 3.5 .' 7-

14.3%4.2

... ,

.0.0% -3.9, .1
l.

0.0% 4.47

0.11 3.1

-0
,

.

0.0% 3'.7 1

.

2 .

with the-MSRTS thiS school 'year. 0.0% 14.3%' 28.6% 14.3% 14.3% 28%6% 2.6

0

Figure 1-4: SUMMARY OF SECONDARY MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHER RESPONSES yo QUESTIONNAIRE

ITEMS IN 1980-81.
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AttithAtent
-

;

-

TO: - , 'Vriacipal ,AddrOted
- - 0

FROM: E.aine Ja kkrt.:

SUBJECT: r-TeaFher Sur7vey
. _

. 6

a
ve. I t

A

100,.

.,
'

1

t

0

'4boUt 4arch.3, approximately halfyour teacherg will receive a question-

,
nairA from our office. Vis'survey is collecting,haseline and evaluation

.. . .data for a number of projects (e.g., the Accreditation Process, ESAA/Desegre..,

. .gation;,Migrant Program). i

. -,
-In. order to get an adequate number of responses for each of about 65 item§,,

we de this year computer generating a unique survey for each teacher, with

from 9 to 14 items on each. ForNthis reason, each Of your teachers will .

probably have an entirely different form, and a random assortment of numbers

-from 1 to 63. Teachers who have already participated ingthe Retention Survey

have been excluded from the--sample.

The questionnaires are numbered so that 4e.can send reminders if they are not

. returned, but all responses will be kept confidential. If you or your teachers

have any questions about this survey, ease feel free tQ call, me at'458-1227.

Thank you for your time and.considerati n.

EJ:rrf

Apgroved:

Approved:

Approved:

Director, Office of Research a d Evaluation,

Ruth Machlaister, istant., uperintendent for Elementary

David Hill, Act n ,-Assistant Superintendent for Secondary

"' 2U/
1-12
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' 71. 4

Akttachment 1-3

J.,

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOt DISTRICT
Office of Research,and Evaluation

,February 26., 1982

TO: Forrest Kline, Fortunato Vera.

4r

FROM: Elaine Jackbon

SUBJECT: Teacher Survey

.00.

)

About March 3, approximately-half the teachers in the District will receive
a questionnaire from our office. ,This survey is colleCting baseline and
evaluation data for a number'of projects (e.g., the Accreditation Process,
ESAAiDesegregation, Migrant Program). All of the teachers at Crockett add
Martin will receive,questionnairedso that they will all have an opportunity
to give input to the Drugs off Campus Program Evaluation.

. .

. .
. ..

In order to obtain an adequate tiumber of responses for each.of about 65
items, we are this year computer generating a unique survey for each teacher,
with from 9 to,14 items On each. For this teason, each of your teachers will

,

probably have an entirely different fort,,and a random assortment of numbers
from 1 to 63. Teachers who have already participated in the Retention Survey

.have been excluded from the sample. , .

'%
The questionnaires are numbered so that we can send.reminders if they are not

t
returned, bu all responses will be kept confidential. If you or your teichers
have any que tions about Ws survey, please feel free to call me at 458-1227.
Thank y7u for your, time anatconsideration,

EJ:rrf

Approved: ,:455-Wee...4..

Director, Office of Research and Evaluation

Approved:

David Hill, Act

de

1-13

Superintendent for Secondary

,202



cA

\

`t.

9

,

,

..

81.t6

1ft

..

,

,

_

W

I

f,

,
I..

..

4

. .
)

TITLE I MIGRANT

APPENDIX J

RAINBOt4 KIT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE

4.

o

r

e

s

I



g

8,1.26
Instrumen; Desciiption: Math Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire

- 3rief description of che instrument:

This questiornneire is A brief 4item questionnnaire designed to assess the
teachers' impressions of ch.: Math Rainbow Kic activiciee including difficulm.Ievel.,
ease of distribution, match with the regular instructional program, and the re-
sponse of parents and students.

To whom V23 the inscm=ent administered? ,
I.

All teachers respons:.ble for distribution of the Math Rainbow Kit activities.

3aw many timms '4as the imptrument admInisce.'ed?
.1%

Once.

%Mtn was the instrument aninistered?

Merch, 1982.

»care uas the instrument aiminis-eed/

The questionnaire was sent %o'clie :eachers via school mail to their school locations.

ralo adminisc.sd the Imstrzmanc?

Not applicable.

han traitime.did the administrators have?

Not applicable.

7as the tnstrument admii's-'red %nder standardized conditions?

No.

Vera there oroblems vith the insormment or the administration that might :

affect the validity of the data?

Nona were identified.

Vt

4710 developed the instranent? %

ORE staff.

iiat reliabilitv and validitv data are available an the instrument?
;

None are available.

Ara there norm data aftilabla fzi interpreting :he results?

No.

2Ui
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MATH RAINBOW KIT TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE,

121' Purpose

Teacherrwho distributed the Mafh.Rainbow Kits wereogsurveyed in order to
answer the following decision and evaluation questions:

.1e

Decision'Question D2: Should the K-12 Instructional Component (Communi-
cation Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or delete4?

Evaluation Question D2-8. What strengths/concerns did the AISD
teachers who were responsible for the distribution Of the Math
Rainbow Kit note ipout the Math Rainbow Kit?

ProCedure
P

1
The Math Rainbow Kit it a series of 1

46
ssons for paAnts and their children to do

at home together. pe lessons cover basic mathetatics lessons such as time and
money. A kit appropriate for each grade level, K-6, is available. The kits

were developed in response to parents' requests for help in workingyith their
children at' home on math. A similar Reading Rainbow Kit for grades K-6 was'

also,developed by the District. '

r

The Math Rainbow Kit was pilot tested during the 1981-82 school year on a ,Sam-
ple of Migrant and Title I students. Teachers and students,at fiyeschools'

(Allan, Brooke, Langford, Metz and Zavala) participated. Principals at ei6
school selected which teachers wouId participate and select the children
would receive the kits and distribute the activities. Teachers selected varied'
at each school - some were all classroom teachers, at other schools the Title I
and Migrant Program teachers also participated.'

The Math Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire (see Attachment 3-1)* was develoied by
the Migrant Program Evaluator using the Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire from
the 1980-81 Title I Evaluation (see.ORE Publication Number 80.71, Appendix H)

as a guide. This year the questionnaire was distributed as part of an office-
wide teacher questionnaire effort, The Math Rainliow Kit Teacher Questionnaire
when finalized was given to the District Priorities staff to computer-gehdrate,
distribute, and receive back frOm the teachers. All teachers who distributed
the Kits were sent the four items (see Attachment 3-1). The teachers were

also gtven several other items dealing with dther District concerns. Each

teacher therefore received his/her own unique computer-generated questionnaire.
The only results discutsed here are the ones dealing with the Math Rainbow
Kit. For more complete details on the procedures, and the results of the other
items see the 1981-82 Systemwide Evaluation Technical Report (Ou Publication
Number.81.24), Alipendix V.

The surveys were sent tkrough the school mail in early. March. An explanation
letter was mailed to principals (see Attachment 3-2) at the,same time. Three

weeks later a reminder was sent ta those teachers who had-hot returned their,

questionnaire?. Thirty-two (88.9%) of the thirty-six teachers surveyed returned

their questionnaires. The data were summarized through the use of DigTATP.
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Results

Evaluation Question D2-8. What strengdis/concerns dld the Migrant
Program-teachers note regarding the implementation of the Math.
Rainbow Kit?

/
The redponses of teachers to each of the four items of the questionnaire ac:e

.

presdnted in Figures J-1 through J-4. The results will be discussed in perms

of the four questions.

1. Fot-eich grade to which you, gave tcle Math Rainbow Kit activities, please
indicate the difficulty level, of the activities for the average Title I/
Migrant student. 4

, .

,In Figure J-1 are presented the responses of teachers to this Item. Grades.
Khnd 5 dctivities were seen as just right to possibly too easy. diades

2., 3, and 6 activities were seen as just right. Grade 5 activities were
seen hy one teacher as bard and by one,as just right. Grade 1 activities
'were felt to be h.ird or too hard by'a large mardrity of teachers (4 of 5).

2. At what rate did you give out the Math Rainbow Kit activitiqe

.In Figure J;-2 are listed the responses id this item. The majority of
the teachers (almost halk of them responAing.to this questlon) gave out
two activities a week. Ten teachers'distributed one per week. Only one
teacher Aanded out an activity every two weeks, while six gave otit more

than two per week.
{.

3. For each.of the following items, please rdte your level of agreement with
the stat!ment:

. *
See Figure 1-3 for each item as stated and a summary of the responses.

-
Oft the whole teachers felt the activities were easy.to diseribute although
,9 did not think so. ,The teachers were quite varied on their opinions of .

hOw well the activities matched classroom instruction. Thesmajority
reported favorable parent response and a large majority reported faVorable
student.response.

4. _Please use the space beloyto make any additional commdntb you have about
the Mhth Rainbow Kit, its usefulness, suggestions for.changes/improvements,
etc. - , . .

.
.. .

In Figure J-4 art presented the teacherst,suggestiOns, etc. The Aomments
varied greatly tncluding - make it in Spanish, too, check ,first to see if
parents are willing, should Seigiven out hY math teachers, give it to all
children, etc. -. -ei , .

. .,

4

4

J-4

206, 4
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Frequency of DifficultysLevel
Mean Reported by Teachers'
Difficulty N

Grade Level, 1 2 3 ;4 5

K 2.6 r" 0 4 0 0

1 4. Q 0 1 2 '2

-.

2 3.0 0 7 0 0

3 --..0 0 0 2 0 0

\i) 3. 5 0 0

,

1 1 0

5 0 1 3 0 0

6
4

3 . 0 0 0. 3

Note: 1. = too easy, 2 = easy, 3 =just right, 4 =,hard, 5 f too hard

Figure J-1. 'TEACHER RESPONSES Bf GRADE LEVEL ON THE DIFFICULTY LEVEL OF THE
MATH RAINBOW KIT.

e.

1

).4

J-5 20.1

,

f
4' '
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Frequency and percentava of teachers'
respbdses'to the distribution'

of the Math Rainbbw Kit activities

Mbie ehan two Two activities dne activity One activity Other

activities per per week per week every two
'week 'weeks

,. . . "..
p.

6 16 10 1

(18.2%) (48;5%) (30.3%) (3.0%) (0.0%)

Figure J-2.

si*

TEACHERS RESpONSES TO FREQUENCY OF GIVING OUT THE MATH RAINBOW
KIT ACTIyITIts.

1

ir
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1

I
I.

The Math Rainbow kit
activities have been
easy to distribute.

FreRuency of Teacher Responses

The Match between the Math

Iiinbow Kit activities and
classroom instructional
activities' hat .been good.

The response. of Parents

to the Math Rainbow
Kit has been good.

The response of students
to'the Math lainboW
Kit has been good.

4 5

ocr
0 a)

a) 0 o a)
)4 )4

00 IJOO
cn lfean

0 1 8 0 14 9 3.7

,g1

2 2 6 9 9 3 3.1
4

8 0 2 6. 11 3 8.7

0 2 20 5 3.9

32

32

301

31

jigure J-3. TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUEpTIONS ABOUT VARIOUS ASPECTS OF THE MATH

RAINBOW KIT.

J-7
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I.
Teacher Comments - Math-Aiinbow Kit

II

Distribute groupS of related works directly to parents at group meeting.
Could get direct feedback.

Parents seem,very happy with it. What about a Spanish version. It would
help more of my students.

There is not any guarantee the students do the work and no real feedback ahout
it from home.

Young children do not understand why some receive the kits and some do not.
They feel, left out.-- especially hen the baoks are distributed.

It shetad be available for'all students. ,

Needs to be in Spanish also.
At

This program is good, but it takes too muchiteacher-time with recordkeeping
and distribntion of packets.

Should have asked parents first if they were willing to do it. Many of my
children.stated they were not doing themand some even admitted.throwing,
them Away. It was a waste of money in many cases.

GOod mata.ials. Easy to distribute, but please do not take my time.

More orientation to it - rece ving it'on time instead of midyear.

Students enjoyed working i pendently.

It is very useful and well-organized. I would suggest that the students' math
teachers distribute the lessons. It would also be helpfurfor the parents to-
pick up the ki0 and have a short'orientation on it.

.
I think it could also be used in the classroom.

Ask parents about theKit.

4.

it

The parents who used it often complained that the children were not getting the
concepts. This led to frustration on the part of thE parent as well as the part
of the child. Seek input from teachers of low achievers before setting up a
program like the Math Rainbow Kit. This would eliminate some of the activities
that are much too difficult for the students:

feel these kits would be more meaningful if distributed by math teachers and
.coordinated with their programs.

Figure J-4. TEACHiRS ADDITIONAL COMMENT ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT. The.comments
are generally verbatiir, except where words were added to 91ar.ify

comments.

J-8 ,t u



81.26 Attachment J-1

AUSTIN INOEPENOENT SCHOOL OISTRICT
QUESTIONS FOR TEACHERS OFFICE,OF RESEARCH AND-EVALUATION

cv,

FOR THE LAST FEW YEARS ime OFFICE OF RESEARCH ANO EVALUATION HAS SURVEYED TEACH-.
ERS TO COLLECT INFORMATION ON THEIR ATTITUDES ANO OPINIONS'ON DISTRItT ISSUES.,
THESE ARE CONSIDERED ALONG WITH ACHIEVEMENT OATA ANO OTHER INFORMATION'IN,,
DISTRICT OECISION MAKING.

THIS yEAR wE ARE USING A NEW PROCENRE SO we CAN INCLUDE MCIF QUESTIONS (63)
ANO ASSIGN SPECIFIC QUESTIONS TO TEACHERS IN CERTAIN SCHOOLS OR PROGRAMS. WE
ARE COMPUTER GENERATING AN UNIQUE SURVEY- FORM FOR EACH TEACHER IN rme RANDOM
'SAMPLE. EACH FORM wILL CONTAIN LESS THA'N 15 QUESTIONS. YOUR ITEM NUMBERS WILL
NOT BE SEQUENTIAL - THEY REPRESENT THE TOTAL ITEM POOL OF 63 ITEMS, AND ALIT./ US
TO KEYPUNCH THE RESPONSES CORRECTLY. TkE NUMBER AT THE TOP OF EACH FOR4 ALLOWS
O TO SENO YOU THE RIGHT FORN, MONIMR THE RETURN RATE, ANO COOE OASCRIPTIVE
DATA. ALL RESPONSES WILL BE CONFIDENTIAL.

.

PLEASE COMPLETE TkE SURVEY AS SCON.45i0OSSIRLE ANO RETURN THROUGH campus MAIL
CFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION.
AOMINISTRATION BLOG, 30X 79
ELAINE JACKSON #

SO

42. FOR EACH GRAOE TO WHICH YOu GAvE THE MATH RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES/ PLEASE
INDICATE THE 0rP=1ruiTY 1F T4E.ACTIVITIES FOR THE'AVERAGE TITLE.I/
MIGPANT iltnE%r. rwE ;CAL.: BELOW FOR ynuR RATINGS.

5 m Tc0 HARO 4 = HARO 3,= JUST RIGHT = EASY , 1 = TOO EASY

GRADE DIFFIC;JLTY LEVEL . COMMENfSt ,

. ..
43. AT WHAT RATE 00 YOU GIVE,OUT DIE MATH RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES/ PLEASE

,CIRCLE THE RESPONSE MOST REPRESENTATIVE CV YOUR FREQUENCY oFuse. IF YOU
GAVE OUT RAIN80i4 KIT ACTIVITIES AT MORE THAN ONE GRADE LEVEL.' PLEASE

.

INOICATE SEPARATELY THE FREQUENCY FOR- EACH GRA0E, ANO WRITE TkE GRADE(S)
. .

BELOW THE FREQUENCY.

K

2'

3

4

5

6

*:

MORE THAN TWO TWO ACTINIT(ES ONE ACTIVITY / ONE 4CTIVITY
ACTIVITIES PER WEEK PER WEEK / EVERY TWO
PER WEEK, 'WEEKS

OTHERIPIXASE
SPECIFY)=mv.vo

FOR EACH OF THE FOLLOWING ITEMS PLEASE RATE YOUR LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH TkE
q; STATEMENT USING THE SCALE BELOW:

.

5 = STRONGLY AGREE : 3 = NEUTRAL 1 = STRONGLY OISAGR.EE
4 = AGREE 2 = DISAGREE 0 = OMIT '(NOW ,=mr,

44. A) THE MATH RAIN3OW KIT ACTIVITIES HAVE 5 .4 3 2 I 0
BEEN EAS/ TO OISTRplUTE.

B) THE MAT6 BETWEENAHE MATH RAINBOW 5 4 3 2 1 0
. KIT ACTIVITIES ANO CLASSROOM INSTRUC..

'TIONAL ACTIVITIES HAS BIEN G000. / 4

C) THt RESPONSE OF PAAEKTS TO THE MATH 5 4 3 2 1 ,0
RA(NBOW KIT HAS BEEN Goon.

0) THE RESPCNSE,OF STUDENTS TO THE MATH 5 4 3 2 1 0
- RAINBOW KIT HAS 'BEEN 0600.,.arr MOM

J-9 211
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Attachment'J -2.

AUSTIN ODEMIDENT SCBOOL:DISTRICT
Office of Besearah and Evaluation

February 26, 1982*. r'

. Principals Addressed

FROM: Elaine Ja kson
-

SUBJECT: Teacher Survey

1

\ .

-

About`March 3, approximately half your teachers will receive a question- , il

naire from our offiCe. This survey is collecting baseline and evaluation
data for,a number of projects (e.g., the Accreditatiol Process, ESAA/Desegre-
gation, Migrant Program). ,

/

In order to get an adequate number of ''''cesponies for each of about 63 items, II

we are this year computer generating, a unique:survey for each teacher, with
from 9 to 14 items on each. For this reason, each of your teachers will

Iprobably have aa entirely differentform, and a randam assortment (31 numbers
fram 1 to 63. Teachers who haVe already participated in the Retention Survey
have been excluded from the sample. ,

,

I
.

, .

The questionnaires are numbered so that we can send reminders if they are not
returned, but all respaises wili be kept confidential. If You or,your, teachers

have any 4uestions about this survey, please feel free to call me at 438-1227.
Thank you-for your time and consideration. 3°

EJ:rrf

,

Appz;aved:

Director, Office of Research, d Eitaluation

Appibved: (ttilLi}14
Ruth Mac41-lister, istant Stperintendent for Elementary

Appi.oved: 1
David Hill, Act ng Assistant Superintendent for Secondary

212
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TITLE I MIGRANT

ATPENDIX: K

RAINBOW KIT 13ARENT QUESTIONNAIRE
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Instrument Description: Math Rainboa Kit Parent Questionnaire

3rief description of the instent:

The questionnaire is a ninlOritem questionnarie. Parentsare asked tO fill,ip :he

blank on one item and,check the most appropriate xesponse on the'other eight items.

The items deel with the family's use of the Math Rainbovegt.

.%

t

To whom was the instrument administered?

Thb parents of the, Math Rainbow Kit.participants.

How many tiMes vas the instrument administered?

Once.

When was the instrument administered?

The questionnaires were delivired to the schools to be sent thome during the week

of March 1, 1982.

Where was the instrnment administered?

In the stildents' homes.

Who administered the instrument?

Not applicable.

What training did the administrators hare?

Directions were sent home with the questionnaires.

Was the instrulent administered under standardired conditions?

No.

Were there problems with the instrument or :he administration that night
affect che validitv of the data?

None were identified.

Who develooed the instrument?

The instrument was developed by the Migrant Evaluator based upon the preVious

year's Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaires. The initrument was reviewed by program

staff.

What reliabilitv and validitv data are available on the 4metrutent?

None.

Are there norm datz available 'for interpreting the results?

No. Thera is comparison data from lest year's questionnaires.

a -2
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MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE
k

Purpose

'The Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire was sent home to all partici-

pating families to,answer the following decision and evaluation questions:
. .

Decision Question D21 Should the K,-12 Instructional Component
(Communication. Skills) be continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

.

gvaluation Question D2-9. What strengths/concerns did the Math
.

Rainbow Kit parents note about the implementation of the Math

Raillbow Kit?

Procedure

The Math Rainbow Kit is a seribs of lessons for parents and their children

to do at home together. The lessons cover basic mathematics lessons such

as time and money. Alit appropriate for each grade level, K-6, is avail-

able. The kits.were developed in response to parents' requests for help in

working with their children at home ,on math. A similar Reading Rainbow

Kit for grades K-6 was also developed by the District:'

In Att chlent K-1 is the original plan for distribution of the Math Rainbow

Kit. 1is plan was developed by ORE,staft along with Title Ilkligrant

_Project taff preparation for the pilot-testing during the 1981-82 school

year. Th numbers of students listed at each location wdre projections for. ,

1981-82.

In the fall of 1981, the Title I/Migrant Administrator contacted each of

the schools.to discuss with the principals their proposed participation in

the Math Rainbow Kit pilot. All agreed to Participate, except Govalle.

The Langford principal was then contacted and agreed to participate. Each

principal chose tihe teachers who were to select the students that would

participate. The teachers were also responsible for the distribution of

I \ 4 activities.

I \

I.

: By early December, all teachers had been,chosen. A letter (see Attachment

K-2).was sent tb these teachers asking them tc7 complete a Math Rainbow Kit

Students Roster (see Attachpent K-3). This involved their listing which

students (with AISD ID, 'grade, and program)ithey had chosen to receive the

Math,Rainbow Kit activities. *When the completed rosters were received at

ORE the data were taken and keypunched in the fqrmat in Ateachment K-4.

The data are stored on file MG-RAINB0102. Attachment K-5 is the filial

distribution plan.

The Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire (see Attachment K-6) was developed

by the Migrant Evaluator based on last year's Title I Reading Rainbow Kit

Parent Questionnaires. The coordinator who Was responsible for the develop-

ment of the activities and their distribution was consulted in developing the

final version of the questionnaire (see At4qhment K-7).
4,40

K-3
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Based on the student data, the questionnaires were computer-generated so'

each questionnaire was unique for that chad. The child's first name was

inserted wherever there were the words.Your Child.in,Attachment4K-6. _The

program to produce the questionnaire is Mg-QUEST0102. . Some e2ttra question-

naires were generated in cdbe someone lost theirs, or new students had been

added.,

As done in 1980-81, the coordinator,who developed the-Kit took ca4 of dls-

tributingthe questionnaires-to the Math Rainbow Kit teachers. In February.-

she took ihe questionnaires and cover letters (see Attachments K-8 and K-9)

to each participating school. If a completed questionnaire was returned,

the student was to recteivea.free book Of his/her choice. Each sch9ol's

.personnel were responsible for distributing the questionnaires.

By the end of March, the Evaluator.checked with the coordinator regarding the

return of the questionnaires. One school had gotten back only 2 and another

had "losa-t-heirs.

.Finally in April the "lost" returned questionnaires were found and the

Evaluator received all the completed questiorinaires. The data were keypunched II

in the format in Attachment K-10 e data were processed at, AISD with the 4.

Program EV-DISTP. The data are.stor a asp on Ma-RAINP0101.

, II

,

Below is given the return rate by school for the questionnaires. Since the

school rates of return were so divergent, the results should be interpreted

cautiously.
.. II

RETURN RATE

.
Number Returned Number Sent Return Rate II

^

Allan 83 100 83%

Brooke 2 30'

...,

-.

7%
II

lep
a-

.
Langford 33 100 33% I

r Metz', 38 57 67%

Zavala 19 63 307.. II

)

TOTAL 175, 350 .50%

I
FigUYe' K-1. RETURN RATE OF THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

.
Results

.
.

Evaluation Question D2-9: 4hat strengths/concerns did the Rainbow Kit parents'

note about the implementation of the Math Rainbow,Kit?

K-4

21 6
,

111

1
a.



81.26

Summary of the parents' responses for each,question on the survey are pre- 0

sented inYigures K-2 through K-10., An examination of these figures reveals

the following:

. Varying numbers of activities w e reported to have',been brought home

since Chiistmas.

Ninety-six percent of the parents rep'orted the activitles were being
kept in the Rainbow Kit box.

. Parents said they would still.use the Kit even if scissors and a

pencil lied not been included.

In the majority of cases, the mother worked with the child on the

activities. The father and a sibling also worked with the student
to a lesser degree on the activities.

Seventy-two percent of the respondents reported working on each'

activity 30 minutes or less. '

Generally the parents responding felt the difficulty level of the

activities was'about right for,their, children.

Parents, for the most part, felt the directions on the activitie.s

were not hard to follow.

Ninety-four percent of the parents responding felt their child;pn

ha& learned by doing the -Math Rainbow Kit activities,.

. The majority of respondenis reported reallyenjoying working with

their children on the activities.

In Figure K-11 are listed (only slightly modified) the additional comments

parents madeabout the Kits. Parents generally repQrted liking the Kit,

working with their children, and seeing wht the chi1dren learned. Several

parents requested the activities (directiol4r, especially) he translated into

Spanish,

21
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Number of Kits
Received '

Number of Parents
Reporting Percent .

Not Reported 43 24.6%
1 1 0.6%
2 3 1.7%

:
3

/4
2

8

1.1%
4.6%

5 1 0.6%
6 9 5.1%
7 5 2.9%

8 4 2.3%
9 3 1.7%

10 15 8.6%
11 4 2.3%

12 4 2.3%

13 2 1.1%

14 7 4.0%

15 o8 4.6%
16 7 4.0%
17 4 2.3%

18 6 3.4%

19 1 0.6%

20 18 10.3%

21 6 3.4%
22 3 1.7%

23 4 2.3%

24 2 1.1%

30 or more 5 2.9%

Mean = 11
Standard Deviation = 9.8
Median = Not Reported

wolf'

Figure K-2. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1 (HOW MANY ACTIVITIES HAS YOUR
CHILD BROUGHT HOME SINCE CHRISTMAS?) ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT
PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.



4

81.26

Parent Response N(imber of Parents Responding Percent

Yes

No

Blank

168 96%

5

2 1%.

Figure K-3. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 2-(ARE YOU KEEPING THE ACTIVITIES
YOUR CHILD-HAS RECEIVED IN THE BOX?) ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT

PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

Parent Response- Number.Of Parents Responding Percent

Yes 169 97%

No 6 3%

'Figure K-4. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUisTION 3 (40/ULD YOU STILL USE THE IgT )

IF THEY - PENCIL AND SCISSORS - WERE NOT INCLUDED?) ON THE
4

MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

213
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,

.Parent Response Number of Parents Responding.

Mother 126

Father 44

Brother/Sister
*5

"NO One 12

Someone Else

Figure

Percent

72%

25%

.26% 11

7%

7, 4%

.1 1

I.

1

TO 4 USUALLY WORKS WITHK-5. PARENT RESPONSES QUESTION (WHO YOLT
CHILD ON THE RAINBOW KIT?),ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT
QUESTIONNAIRE.

Parent Response _--ember of Parents Responding Percent

15 minutes

Between 16

Between 31
one hour

or less

& 30 mintAtes

7
mintfes and

Mbre thari one hour

Blank'
4

53°

73

35'

12

20%

7%

1% ,

Figure K,6. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 5 (HOW MU I DID YciUR CHILD

SPEND WORKING ON THE LAST ACTIVITY?) ON bril INBOW KIT

PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

a

I.

20
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,

Parent Response Number of Parents Responding Percent

Too Hard 0 0%

Hard 16 9%

Just Right 121 69%'

Easy 25 14%

Too Easy 16' 6%

Blank 3 2%

Figure K.77. PARENT RESPONnS TO QUESTION 6,(HOW HARD DO YOU THINK MOST
OF THE ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN FOR YOUR CHILD?) ON 'THE MATH

RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.'

Parent Response Number of Parents Responding Percent

Almost All '6 3%

Many 9 5%.

Some 43 25%'

Very Few. 44 25%

None 71 41%-

Blank 2 1%

Figure K-8. PARENT RESPONSES TO QUESTION 7 (WERE THE DIRECTIONS FOR THE
ACTIVITIES HARD TO FOLLOW?) ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT
QUESTIONNAIRE.

0

K-9

,



Parent Response Number of Parents Responding Percent

Vei.y Much . 51 29%

Much 61 35%

Some 52 30%

.Littile 6 3%

Very Little 2 1%

Blank '3 2%

Figure K-9. 'PAREilTRESPONSES TO QUESTION 8 (HOW MUCH DO YOU THINK YOUR
CHILD HAS LEARNED DOING THE 44TH RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES?)
ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

0

Parent Response Number of Parents Responding Percent

VerY. Much 112 64% .

Much 35 20%

:Some 21 12%

oLittle

Very Little

Blank

5 3%,

1 >1%

1 >1%

JP'
#

FigureK-10. PARENT RESIRNSES TO QUESTION 9 (HOW MUCH HAVE YOU ENJOYED
WORKING .111 YOUR CHILD ON THESE ACTIVITIES?).ON THE MATH
RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIONNAIRE.

222
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?ARENT COMMENTS

It has been very helpful for ; I feel has learned more
from the Kit about money and time than in class. In the activities she
brought home - they are broken idto small units so I guess that is why it
was easier for her to learn more aboue each subject.

Working with has been a learning experience for me as well as for
her. 't enjoy it very much.

Instructions,in Spanish are needed.

We enjoy it.. ,Keeps busy and learning.
-t-

. We enjoi,working with likes it, too. Being able to
keep it and work problems more than once id helpful so we Can go bank and
work on each one As much as we want. We hope all the rest of the children
like it because we think it is worth continuing.

. This Kit has given me the opportunity to work with '-, . The'instiections
are very explicit which makes it easy to know what is'etpected and ie'quired
foteach lesson.

Math Rainbów Kit is very good for her.

. Please'provide instrucv4ons in Spanish.

. It is very'helpful and h pS younger child, too.

enjoys Rainbow Kit very much. I enjoy helping him.
times worics by himself. Thanki, He understands well.

.-Thanks for helping my son. He learns different things We enjoy it. We will
continue it with him.and other kids.

some-

. Good idea.

around and usid it-so much that it is broken, ,I think missed some
of the activities because sha was absent.

. Math Rainbow.Kit has been very helpful. I hope it

;
l be continued in order

to help other children.

enjoys it a lot'and is excited. She carried it

We never got number one - would like it.. Four-year old works on it when
other child is in school and-does well. Both,children enjoy the Kit.

. The activity gn time 4as verysood. It was
very easy for' to do. Even though the
were Rua to do with him.

the only activity that was not
activities were too asy, they

. Activitiei were fun to do. t4e enjoyed it. I suggest one envelope/week not two
or three. wanted to do all of them,and ve found.it harder to hold

_ his attntion. It is a,gpod and helpful prorgram. I,am glad w had the
opportunity to participate.

Figure K-41.

I

PARENT COMMANTS MADE ON THE MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT

The responses have been slightly changed,, primarily

children's names, etc. Where a line is drawn (in a

a child's name was removed. ,(Page 1 of 3)

QUESTIONNAIRA.

to remove')
cOmment)
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PARENT:LOMMENTS continued
..

We really enjoyed it. The whole family.has used it.

Thank you. Telling time wag hard for
him quite a bit.

, but the activities taught

The program is:excellent. It helps my children understand better. I

strongly recommend such a program at all levels.

. Both my child and I enjoy it. looks forward to working on it.
It is an interestinrand worthwhile program. We enjoyed it.

is enjoying the activities. They are helping.him develop self-
confidence and a sense of responsibility for remembering and completing
his work. His interest in the work is now as it was in the beginning.
I think the Kit has been a very positive aid in his first year of school.

. I at very pleased. gets kit out and does it without anyone
telling htm to. He loves to show us what he has learned and.ask questions:

is neat about putting everything back in.the box when he,is through.

really enjoys the Kiti

sip

. Rainbow Kit is a fine program. "It helps pares to become more aware of certain
school curriculum and the student realizes thatthe learning process does
not end there (at school). my child has,come to look forward to doing his
activities, and often repeats them on,his own. He gets excited when he has
mastered a skill, and he always is thrilled when he reCeives new lessons
to do. Mostly, the best aspect is that by doing'the lesSons together, it.
gives the child and Oxen fhe opportunity to have a "special" timesfor
each otliar."

1

I.

Rainbow .Kit.- very good thing to help children learn. I am glad
gets .it. enjoys doing lesSons with parents.

II,..,

. II
. I think the Kit was excellent. The only problem--too many exercises were sent home
at one time (6). I have three i'Mall kids and work - it is tipe consuming
to prepare and do all six exercises. Please send one or twb exercises per

IIweek. .

We have enjoyed the Kit. The whole family works on it. I hope every vld
and thei family have worked on.the Kit together.

. I enjoy the Kit very much because it gives me more
d

time to spend with my
II*

child and see what she knows. I liked the money unit. My child enjoys it
so much. She reminds me it is time to work on it.

I really enjoy it. Younger child aiso joins in and it is fun for everyone.
They are having fun learning. Thanks for the Kit; I wduld have even paid
for it myself. I hope lers enjoyed it half as much as I did.. I am
always interested in wha my children are doing..

Figure K-11. (Continued, Page.2 of j)

K-12
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PARENT COMMENTS continned.

Why these questions?

The Rainbow Kit has been very helpful for my son.

I especially enjoyed the $ activities, and another child worked
on it together.

It has'helped learn things at an earlier grade than I 'did. I am'

very happy about program. my daughter likes to do activities over and over.

had a little trouble with adding money. I am thankful for prograd.
I feel parents stiould do the lessons over and over. I suggest parents use
it to go through again' over the summer. Both of us work with child fnd,
really enjoy it.. We think son is doing very well.

. I really enjoy the Kit - but it mould really help if it was in Spanish.

I really like it.
work it again by herself.

'likes to do it with parents and then.loves to

. I ad helping son e'ven throughI cannot read too well..

. I really enjayed doing these with daughter. She has learned a lot. It is

fun seeing what she has learned in school. Thanks-for'the program. I

.hope it continues.

. Please 'keep this going - it is working great.

. I did not understand thg questions (parent does not understand English).

. will be able to fill this out better after she has gotten further (she
:just started in program).

Provide instructions in Spanish.

Provide inatruCtions.in Spanish.

. Please provide instructions in Spanish.

. Provide instructions in Spanish.

Figure K-11. (Continued, Page 3 of 3)

K-13
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Con..

.29 24

127 117

56 141

18 12

53 69

71 81

29 20

130 32

159 52

9 26

39 101

48 127

14 13

76 84

90 97

M. 28 14 15 19 . 9 7 7 ,99

T 85 67 80 78 39 43 33 425
113 81 . 95. 97 , 48 50 40 524

Con: h 16 31 10 15 3 9 9

T $2 ; 68 51 9 46 25 32

98 99 61 114 31 34- 41

= higranc
= Title I

Exp. = Experimental
Con. = Control

95
403

498

44,

An,"E" in a cell means all stuaeAt, boch Ticle I and Migrant, are La
the experimental group.

An "C" La a cell.means the student Are control'. students.

2,26
1(.44 .

I.
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AttaCbment K-2

'd

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOIOL DISTRICT

Office of Rebearch and Evaluation ,

December 11, 1931

TO:, Teache istributing the Math Rainbow Kit

FROM: C therCristner, Evaluator

SUBJECT: Rainbow Kit Student Rosters

Your participation in the Math Rainbow Kit is appreciated. Since this

is a year we are pilot testing this kit, we need a very accurate record

of who receives-the kits. Enclosed is the Math Rainbow Kit Student

Rosters for your use in recording who receives the kits. The directions

are on the fotm. The column labeled, Notes: is for your use.

Mien you have completed'the Roster, please keep the copy and mail the

original(s) to me at the Administiation Building, Box 79. If you need

more forms or have questions, please call we at 458-1227. Also call

if any child who has been receiving the Math Rainbow Kit drops 9e for
some reason no longer receives the kit. This way Lean keep an accurate

list of who's being served by the kits. Ifj'm not available please

leave the information with Louie" Gonzalez.

Thank you for your cooperation.

CC:bw
Enclosure

Approved:

.

II

Approved:

/I

Director, Office of R;psearch and Evalution

4°1:11911MAled /
Ass stant Superintendent for Elementary Education

cc: Oscar Cantu
Lee Laws
Ana Cunningham-.

K-15

/
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DIRECTIONS: Please complete the
following information for students

who receive a Math Rainbow Kit.
In the column labeled Title I/Higrant,
enter 1 if the student is Title I or

2 if the,student is Higrant.

MATH

RAINBOW KIj

STUDENT ROSTER

Dote

School

Teacher

,Stedor Hm 1 last Mon Sludem1 10
TIlle t/

at 'ado Miran: 11.1 :

4.

Plenne return the comi)leted original via tho school wail to Catherine thriatner, /Olin. Bldg.,. Bog 79

A \

//

an sr or' as me ow am EN Nan .1=

.$

.D>
rt
rt

A

rt.

1

1

t) ,e ,
,

Ms as. am am No
,/
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FILE ID. AT'S /K

PROGEAW Title I Migrapt

YEAR: 1981-82

CONTENT

2

Math Rainbow Kit

CARD FILE LAYOUT LOCATION:

AISD

Acct. pass.

rage

file name

Field Columns . : Description

,
1.73 gle iri wiaiSK

4-6 School Code .

7-19
.

Teacher Name (last.naMe only) .

-
-,.....

-.,

20-39

.

Student Name (Last A First)
.

40,46 Student ID

-

___:...

47 Grade K=0, 1=1, 3=3, etc. ,

48

. ...
.

Title I or Migrant 1.kTit1e I,2 Migrant

49 Experimental or Control 1=Experimental, 2=Con'trOl

. .

1 . .
.

.

.
, .

.

.

.
.

.

. .s,
.

.

.. . .

4

.-
..

4 4 ,'. . ..
. . '

.
.

.

.
.

..._.-... -_,..._.

. .

.

. s,
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Attachment K-5
81.26 . .

,

MATH RAINBOW KIf RECIPIENTS .

Grade School Location, Number of Students iLE2=8.1:11

Title IMetz 30

Metz 2 Migrant
Langford 61 Title I

K Langford 3 Migrant

1 Langford 35 Title I

1 Laugford 1 Migrant

2 Metz 23 Title I

2 Met; 2 Migrant

2

2

Allan,

Allan
40
8

Title I
Migrant

3 Allan 40 Ti,tle I

3 Allan 12 Migrant

4 ftmaiooke 18 Title I

4 Brooke 12 Migrant

5 Zavala 23 ,_Titie I

5 Zavala 7 Migrant

6 Zavala 32 Title I

Zavala 1 ..Migrant

GRADE

Program K 1 '2 3 4 5 6

Title I 91 35 -63 40 ',18 23 32

Migrant 5 1 . 10 12 12 7 1 TOTAL

Total 96 36 71 52 :- 30 30 3S 350

I.

I.

I.
ii
I.

I:

232
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'AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALLATICN

MATH RAINBOW KIT PARENT QUESTIMAIRE

Attachient K-6
sok

95

DIRECTIONS: PLEASE TELL US ABOUT? YOU WORK WITH Youl4R-(TTYTI BY ANWItING

THE QUESTIONS BELOW.

I. COUNTING THE RAINBOW KIT,ACTIVITIES (ENVELCPES) THAT CAME HOME WITH THIS

QUESTIONNAIRE, HOW MANY ACTIVITIES (ENVELCPES) HAS YOUR MUM BROWRY

HOME SINCE THE CHRISTMAS HOLIDAYS?
ACTIVITIES

2. THE PLASTIC.BOX AND ALL OF THE RAINBOW KIT ACTIVITIES ARE YOURS TO KEEP.

THEY DO NOT NEED TO 8E RETURNED. ARE VDU KEEPING THE ACTIVITIESYOUR MILD
HAS'RECEIVED Ite'THE BOX? (PLEASE CHECK ONE)

YES NO

3. THE RAINBOW KIT CONTAINS A PENCIL AND A PAIR OF SCISSORS. WOULD.YOU

STILL USE THE KIT IF THEY WERE NOT'INCLUDED? (PLEASE CHECK ONE)

YES NQ

4. WHO USUALLY WORKS WITH YOUR CHILD ON THE RAINBOW KIT? (PLEASE CHECK

ONE OR MORE)
MOTHER __FATHER ...__SISTERYBRCTHER NO ONE __SOMEONE ELSE

, 5. HOW MUCH.TIME DID YouR anam SPEND.WORKING ON THE LAST ACTIVITY? PLEASE

CHECK CNE)
15 MIN. BETWEEN 16 BETWEEN 31 MORE THAN

OR LESS & 30 MIN. MIN. & ONE HCUR ONE HOUR .

6. HOW HARD DO YOU THINK MOST OF THE,ACTIVITIES HAVE BEEN FOR Yairuzuja_ ?

(PLEASE CHECK ONE) o
TOQ HARD' HARD 'JUST RIGHT EASY Tay EASY

7. WERE THE DIRECTIONS FOR THE ACTiVITIES HARD TO FCLLOW? (PLEASE CHECK ONE)

ALMOST'ALL MANY SOME VERY FEW NONE

8. HOW MUCH DO YOb THINK YOUR mum HAS'LEARNEC 3Y DO.ING THE MATH RAINBOW

AIT ACTIVITIES? (PLEASE CHECK ONEI'
VERY MUCH MUCH, SOME LITTLE VERY LITTLE

9. HOW MUCH HAVE YOU ENJOYED WORKING WITH YOUR CHILD Oh THESE ACTIVITIES ?

(PLEASE CHECK ONE)
VERY MUCH MUCH SOME LITTLE VERY LITTLE

IF YOU HAVE-ANY 'OTHER COMMENTS.ABOUT'THE MATH RAINBOW KITS, PLEASE WRITE THEM
ON THE BACK OF THIS PAGE.

0%.

THANK YOU VERY 'MUCH
FCR YOUR TIME

K-49 ae. 3'
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

February 15,.1982

TO: Ann CUaningham, Lee Laws

FROM:, Catherine stner

SUBJECT: Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

Please review the enclosed draft of a questionnaire for parents,about_the
Math Rainbow Kit. Where the words Your Child appear, each child's first ,

name would appear.

I'd appreciate receiving,your comments by'the 23rd if poSsible. Thanks.

CC:lg ..., -

I
, -

Enclosure,

II

APPROVED:, AL.
16irector,'Research an aluation

II

1

11:

23d

- I



Attgchment K-8

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL 'DISTRICT

DEPARTMENT OF FEDERAL AND STATE APPLICATIONS AND COMPLIANCE

february'26, 1982

MEMORANDUM

TO: Math Rainbow Kit Personnel ,

FROM: Ann CunningilamtP

SUBJECT: Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

We are ready to send out a parerit questionnaire for the Math Rainbow Kit.

These have been prepared in the same format that was used with the Reading

Pilot last year. The process worked well and the response's were quite

accurate. Below are the steps we will usd to gather information.

1: One parent questionnaire is provided for each student

listed on the rosters sent to ORE. Twenty (20) blank

questionnaires ai-e, included as replacements for those

that are lost or for students not listed'.

2. Each' questionnaire is personalized. A letter to the

,.parents is included in an dnvelope with the student's

name on the front. A'folded envelope is provided in

each envelope for the return of the qbestiOnnaire.

3. When using the blank duestionnaires t mill be

necessaryito fill in the name of the student for

each question, the same as those done on the computer.

Please write the student's,full maim at the(bottom

of the blank questionnaire.

. Please send these home no later,7ihan Friday, 'March 5,

1982, and.ask that they be returned by'Friday, March 12,

1982.

5. Each student # to receive a free book of his/her

choice when the'questionnaire is returned. Books are

being delivered with this memo. If'you need more, or

a different 'level, please call rrip (458-1291)..

6. Please drop your questionnaires in school mail to:
_ Ann Cunningham, Twin Towers, when allAare returned or

our deadline has been reached.

These procedures worked smoothly last year. T hope they will do well

' this year. Thank you for your coOperation!

APPROVE

xc: . Oscar Cantu

Jose Mate
Catherine Christner

AC/ni

Tinly,Baranoff
Ann Keeley
Kathryn Stone.

,K.-21Alicia Martinez

235
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Dear Parents:

RAINBOW KIT

Attachment K-9

We are very excited about being able to offer the Math Rainbow Kit

Program to some students in our school this year. We hope you are

enjoying,Working on the activities with your children.

Before we make the kit available to more parents and children we

need to know some things abötit how it is being used: This information

is very important in helping us decide whether the lis are worth

continuing and if they have been helpfule
t.

Please cOmplete the enclosed form and have your child return it to

his/her teacher. Your child will receive a free book of his/her*

choice when you return the form to the school.

Once again, we hope you have enjoyed wdrking with your child using

the Math Rainbow Kit.

Sincerely,

Your sChOol principal ,

:236
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FILE ID A / S / P .

PROGRAM:, Title 1 Migrant

YEAR:

CONTENT

4.

1981-82

CARD FILE bAYOUT 'LOCATION:

Math Rainbow Kit Pirent Questionnaire

AISD ,
a.

Pagel of3

,

UT PE , .4
acct.-pasd. file name

Fleld Columns
.

. ..

Description
-

'

.,-- --
.

1-3 File ID = ASP , '

,

4-6

#
.

,
.

.

Schdoi tode ,
.

7-9 Questionnaire ID (number in upper left hand corner)

10-11 Response to Question 1 .

12-12

.

If answer to Question.2 is yes Tunch 1

.

.
,

.

If answer to Question 2 is no, punch°2
,

.

.

.

13-13 If answer to Question 3 is yes, punch 1
.

...

. .

. .

. 1 .

If answer to Question 3 is no, punch 2

.9.
.

.

14-14

.
. -

-If mother is checked on Question 4, punch 1
,----4

1

If father la checked-on Question 4 punch 1 .

.

,

.

,
.

15115

16-16
..

,

If sister/brother is checked on Question 4, punch 1 .

17-17

.

rf no one is checked on Question 4, punch 1

18-18

. ,

If someone else is checked on Question 4, punch 1

19-19 ' If answer to e)uestion 5 is 15 min. or less, punch 1 .

o

237 238

.



,FILE ID A/ S / P

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-82

CARDITILE LAYOUT

CONTENT
Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

LOCATION:

AISD

Page 2 of 3 .

UT PF

acct. pn-ss. file name
,,

Field Columns
.

-

.

Description
.

.

If answer to Question 5 is between 16 and 30 min., punch 2

.

.

..

,

If answer to Question 5 is between pl 4n. and'one bout, -punch-3

,

.

If answer to Question 5 is more thab.Ohe hour, punch 4
.

.

20-20

,
.

If answer to Question 6 is too hard, punch 1 .

. ...-

If-answer to Question 6-is hard,. punch, 2' .

. .

0
, .,

.

,If answer to Question 6 is just-right,_punch 3 .

If answer to Question 6 is easy, punch 4

.

,

..
,

If answer to Question 6.is,too easyi punch 5
.

21-21

1

If answer to Question 7 is almost ail, punch 1 1

-rt answer to Question 7 is many, punch2
. .

,... .

--:-. ,

.

.

.

. _

If answer,to Quest1On-7 is.some, punch 3 . . ,
,

.

.

,

.

If answer to Question 7 is very'tew, punch 4 .

,

, .

.

If answer to Question 7 is none, punch 5
.

..

.

22-22 If answer to Question 8 ia very much, punch 1, .

is *
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FILEJD 'A /S JP

PROGRAM:. Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-82

CONTENTS:

CARD FILE LAYOUT

Math Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire

, LOCATION:

AISD

. -

Page3 of 3

UT PF . ;

acct; pass. file name

Field Columde

.

,,
Description

,
.

.

If answer to Question 8 is mudh, punch 2
.

. .

,

.

- If answer to,Question-8 is same; punch 3 .,-
. .

.

.

.

I.

If answer to Question 8 is little, punch 4
,

If answer to Question 8 is very little, punch 5

23-23 If answer to Question 9 ie VerY 'inch, punch 1

,

.

,

If answer to Question 9 is much, punch 4
.

.
.

,

.

,

1 .

If answer to Question 9 is eame, punch 3 .'

.

If Answer to Question' 9 is little,.punch.,4

.
.

.

.. If,answer to Question 9 is very little, pupa 5 .

,

.

.

. . . -
. . .

.

.
.

.

,
.

..

.

. .

.

,

. .

.

...

*
:

,..

.. . .

,

...4.. -- '----

.

, 2,41 242
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ESEA-Title I/Title I Migrant.

Appendix L

,PARENT SURVEY

A 4111/1.-

243
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InstrumentTescription: ESEA Title I/Title I Migrant Parent Survey

irief descrintion of the instrument:

The Parent Survey is a five-item survey in English and Spanish.. It.was intended
to obtain informatiOn about the ways in which parents want to be involved in the
Title I/Misrant Program end their child's education. On four items, parents
could chedvmore than one response, The remaining item was "Yes" or "No" in
foltiat.

To wham vas the instrutunt adMinistered?

The'survey was mailed to parents of 319 randomly chosen Title I students and 84

-randomly chosen Migrant Program students. Additionally 25 students were randoudy
selected from the two bchoolwide project schools.

Row many times vas the instrument administered?

Once, with a reminder sent to those who failed to respond.

Alban was the imstrument-admimistered?

Jalluaryt 1982.

Where was the instrament administered?

The survey was mailed to the hame address of the students in the sample.

Who administered the instrument?

It was self-administered.' Either parent.(mother or father) could fill it out.

What,trar:dfd the administratórs hfve.

None.

Was the instrument adninistared.under standardized conditions?

No.

Wera there troblems with the instrument or thi'udministration,that nizht
affect the validity of the data?

Parents who failed to return the survey may differ from those wht actually did
respond.

WhO develoted the instrument'

ORE staff - with review and input from other District personnel.

What reliability and val4.44t4 data ire Available on the'fnstrument?.

None.

are there uprn data available for intertretint the'results?

No.

L-2

244
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PARENT SURVEY

. Purpose

Information from the.Parent Survey was used to answer the following:

Title I Regular

Decision Question D6: Should the Title I Parental Involvement
Component be modified? If so, how? 1

Evaluation Question D6-4: How would parents prefer tO be involved
in PAC's in future years? (What would they like to have included
on PAC agendas, for'example?)

Title'I Migrant

Decision Question D4: Should the Parental Involvement Component be
continued as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D4-5.t._,How do Migrant PrOgram parenta want

tb be involved in the Migrinit Program?

Procedure

Prior to developing the Parent Survey, the Title I Evaluator and Intern and
the Migrant Evaluator met with the Parental Involvement Specialist and the
community representatives in order to generate ideas for the survey. In

order to survey a larger number of parents, a mailout survey was chosen,
rather than an interview.

4

It was considered easier for parents if itens with which they agreed could
be,simply checked.' Rating scales and mutuallysexciusive "best-choice"
formats were ruled out as too confusing or arbitrary. Hence, all responses
on the.survey are not independent of each other. Respondents could check
more that one response per item. For this reason, the data were coded in a
binary formatthe respondent either checked or did not check a response of
interest. The questionnaire and cover letter were.also translated into a
Spanish version such.that the English and Spanish version each occupied:one
side of a. single f;age .(See Attachment L-I). Principals ware also sent-a memp

notifying them of the survey effort and a copy of this.nemo is included in
Attachment L-1.

A random sample of 84 preK4th,grade Migrant students was chosen first, with
the restriction.that.no more than one child per family be chosen. Then
parents of an additional 319 Kr-6th grade Title I students were chosen from
the 26 regular Title I schools, along with 25 more from Allison and Becker.
For the Title.I sample, no students who were sampled for Migrant and 'no
more than one child per family were chosen.

L13
2.4 5
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The 425 questionnaires were all sent with return postage and envelopes, but
mailout and return Procedures varied in a 2 X 2 design. The surveys were
mailed in late January,. One half of the surveys were.sent in a bulk mailing,
and the other half were stamped. In addition, one half were sent with stamped
return envelopes, and the remainder had metered return enveI6pes.

Since survey research has also shown that a follow-up letter boosts the
return rate significantly, a bulk mailing follow-up letter was sent approximately
four weeks after the initial letter. This letter is shawn in both English*

. and Spanish in AttachmentL-2. Follow-up letters were sent to all parents
,except those who had already responded. In same cases, both parents retUrned
a copy octhe questionnaire, having received the original and the follow-up
letters. These were counted as tw6 respbndents.

'Results

Of the 425 questionnnaires mailed, 408 were-deliverea to homes, and.17 were

returned undeliverable. Eighty-one questionnaires were sent and delivered
ta Migrant parents, 319 were sent to regular Title I parents (not in school-
wide projects) with 303 delivered, and 25 Were sent to Title I parents whose
children were in schoolwide projects, with 24 delivered.

Of the 408 delivered, 113 were returned in time'to be included in this report,

.1rfor a final return rate of 27.7 percent as shown in Attachment L-3. These
113 respondents will make up the total responses that will be discussed here.
Of these 113 questionnaires, 18.6 percent were from Migrant parents, 76.1
percent from regular Title I parents, and 5.3 percent from schoolwide project
parents. This return rate is similar to the perCentages.of the sample as a

whole. Hence, each group of parents responded at the same rate, about a 28

percent return rate.
.

No reliable differences were seen in the frequency of any of the responses as

a function of type of program (Regular Title I, MigranAttachment

L-4 shows the nuber and percentage of parents who endorse each of
s or Schoolwi4e projects).

m
the alternatives on the questionnaires for all three groups of parents com-
lbined.

Fourteen percent of the respondents replied using the Spanish version of the
-

questionnaire, while 86.percent responded using the English version. These

Of the total number of Migrant Parents Amswering the questionnaire, 28.6 percent II

frequencies were significantly different as a function of the child's program.

answered in Spanish. The percentage of respondents who did not indicate whicfi
parent they were was 9.7, while 2.7 percent were grandmotherS, 4.4 percent were

fatheri, and 83.2 percent were mothers) as shown in Attachment L-3,

1

Not surprisingly, 85.8 percent of the respondents had attended a PAC meeting

before,. at least once. Pdrents who attend PAC meetings might be more likely

o return such a questicnnaire.than parents who do not attend PAC meetings.

246
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When askgd what things they would most want to do to be,p6Ft-tof the Title I/
Xigrant program, the respondents top two choices were;/' 44.2 perceht saying

they would like to help at the school, and 45.1 percent saying they would
like to attend parent-Zraining workshops. Thirty-two and seven tenths percent
said that they would like to go to PAC meotings.

When asked what would make PAC meetings more enjoyable to Ithem, 52.2 percent
responded by saying if more ways to help children were taught in meetings;
31.0 percent said if the meetings were held on weekends that this would help;

18.6 percent indicated that habysitting services would be welcome, while 17.7
percent expressed a desire to talk more with other,parents.

When asked hOw they would most like to help out at their child's school, 42.5'
percent indicated they would help with school events such as plays, carnivals
and trips; 38.1 percent expressed a general desire to do whatever the school
needed, while 34.5 percent sai4 they xould help the teachers with preparing
materials, decorations, etc; 2/4 peraht said they would help with the child-

ren.

When asked.what things they would most like to receive training in, 58.4 percent
said helping their child read at home; 38.1 percent said they would like to train
to help their child with iiiath at home; 34.5 percent wanted training in helping
their childbehave. Other.items mentioned were: 35.4 percent wanted training in

: asking questions about how their child was doing and 29.2 percent said they would
like training in learning games they could play at home With their children.

247 .
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Versiem en tepanoZ aZ =To

Attachmant L-1

Page 1 of 5)

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT'SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVALUATION

1,420:0

January. 15, 1982'
.11

Dear Parents:

We are interested in finding out how parents would like to be involved
Dwith their children's education.

Your answers ia this questionnaire will help the,School District to.set
up programs that.will increase parent participation in Austin schools.

It should only take a few minutes to answer the enclosed questionnaire.
Please mail it back as soon as possible. We,are also enclosing a self-

,.

tddressed, stamped.envelope to help with.the return.

If you have any questions, please call Catherfle Christner at 448-1227.

Your answers are very important to us.,

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

II-

Freda II, Jolley, Ph.D.

Director, Office of Research and
Evaluation

4t4f

246
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Eaero 15, 1982

Attachment,L-1

(continued, page 2 of 5)

Padres de familia:
.4

Estamos iateresados en saber emio los padres de familia quieren estar
Aavolucrados en la educacieon de sus niios.

sus respuestas a este cuestionario le ayudarga al Distrito Escolar a estable-
ter programas que puedan aumentar la paFticipaciein de padres em las escuelas
de Austin.

-of

Le llevarg solamente unos minutos pAra contwat, este cuestionario. Por

favor mgndelo lo antes postble. Incluimoe un sobre rotulaao con estamglia
para ayudarle a regresarlo.

Si usted tiene preguatas, por favor llame a Catherine Christner al talgfono

458-'1227.

Para nosotros, sus respueStas sou tug importantes.

MUchas giacias .por su tiempo.

Sinceramente,

a 7

. Freda M. Holley, Ph.D4-.
Director, Research and Ev uation

FME:lg

Te.

L--.7 24 9
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81.26 TITLE I/MIGRANT PARENT SLRVEY Attachment L-1

mother
(continued, Page 3 of 51

ARE YOU THE or
. father

HERE ARE SOME KAYS PARENTS MIGHT BE A PART OF THE TITLE I/MIGRANT. PROGRAM. CHECK THE two THINGS YOU
WCULD LIKE TO DO THE MOST.

AlW

' gelp at my cbild's isdhool

Go to parent-training wx3rkshops

Help other Title Ipagrant parents

Go to Parent Advisory Council-(PAC) meetings

Ctber - please put down another way you want to be involved

2. HAVE YOU EVER4ATTENOED A PARENT ADVISORY COLNCIL METING? YES NO

3. WHAT WOULD MAKE PARENT ADVISCRY COUNCIL t'UTINGS.MRE ENJOYABLE FOR YOU? PLEASE CHECK WHICH ONES YOU
WOULD LIKE.

If the meetings %ere shorter

If babysittingwere provided

If a ride was provided

If there sere,more guest speakers

If I got to taIk more with other parents

If the meetings were held during the day 34!

If the meetings were held on the weekends ,

,

If wie were taught more ways to help our children

IS the meetings weremore interesting .

Any bing else? Please name here

4. IF YOU HAD YOUR CHOICE OF WAYS TO HELP OUT AT YOUR CHILD'S SO.COL, WHAT THINGS WOULD YOU LIKE TO.DO?
PLEASE CHECK THE ONES YOU. WOULD LIKE TO DO.'

Work with the children

Help the teachers (preparematerials, decorate roan, etc.)

Worn with other parents

gelp with School.events (carnivalr plays, trips, etc.)

Help in the school office (type, call people; copy materials, etc.)

WOrk in the library

to whatever the scbool needs most

- Anything else? Pleate name here

5. FOR THE TOPICS LISTED MN, PLEASE CHECK THE three THINGS YOU WANT fRAINING IN THE mpsr.

Helping my child re at home . Making learning games I can play wi;ith my

Child at home
Helping my child witf math at biome

Learning about possible jobs and careers

Talking with children for my child

arning about Cultural or community,histogr.. teeping my child healthy

gelping'my child behave Asking questions about bow my child is doing
iq school

Rewarding my child
Anything elie? Please nime'here

Understanding ray child's tests
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Madre

ES LtSTED 0
Padre

CUESTIONARIO DEL TiTULD,I/MIGRATCRIO, .

tA

Attachment L-1

,(continued, page 4 of 5)

1. ACIII 'MAY VARIAS MANERAS EN OJE-.14S PADRES PUEDEN PARTICIPAR EN LOS PROGRAMAS DEL TITULO I/

MIGRATORIO, MARQUE LAS DOS COSAS DUE A USTED LE GUSTARIA HACER.

Ayudar en la escuela de mi niEo(niEa)

Ir a una seside de entrenamdento para los padres

Ayudar a otros padres del Titulo I/Migratorio.

Ir a las juntas del Obesejo de padres de familia

Otro - escriba OtT2S =eras en que usted quIsiera partic1par

2. 6 HA PARTICIPADO USTED EN UNA JUNTA LEL CONSEJO DE PADRES DE fAMILIA? SI_ NO

3, LQUE HARIA LAS alms DEL CONSEJO DE PADRES DE FAMILIA PAS AGRADABLES PARA USTED? MARQUE LOS QUE

A USTED LE GUSTARIAN MAS,

Si las juntss fueran mos aortas 4Alguna. otra cosa? Por favor escribala

aqui

Si hubiera cuidado

Si hubiera transportatibn

Si hubiera conferenciantes visitantes

Si platicara mas.con otros padres,

Si las juntas se llevaran acabo durante el dia.

Si las juntas se llevaran acabo durante el fin de semana

Si nos enseEaran mos maneras'dt. .ayudar a nuestros niEos

Si las juntis fueran mas interesantes

4. SI USTED,PUDIERA ESCOJER MANERAS re AYUDAR EN LA ESCUELA LE SU NIg6,1QUE COSAS LE GUSTARIA HACER?

POR FAVOR MARQUE LAS COSAS QUE LE GUSTARIA HACER,

Trabajar con los nifics

Ayudar a loS maestrcs (a preparar materiales, decorar el cuarto, etc4tera

Trabajar con otros padres

Ayudar con los eventos de la escuela.(carnavales, dims de teatro, viajes, etc$iera)

Ayudar en la oficina de la eseuela (escribir a miquina, baCer llamadas por telêfono)

11.2bajar en la biblioteca

AYudar en la escuela en cualquier manera necesaria

LAlguma otra cosa?' Por favor escrlbala aqui

5. te LA LISTA P, CONTINUACION, MARQUE LAS TRES AREAS EN LA QUE USTED MAS QUISIERA ENIRERNNIENTO,

Ayudar a mi niBo(niiia.). a leer en la casa

Ayuaar a mi niEo(n1Ba) con las matemaiicas en la casa,

Hablar con n1Eog y AlBis

Mantener la salud de mi niEo(n1Ea)

Ayudar a mi niEo(niEs.) con sU comportimiento

Recolpensar a:mi niEo(niEa)

Ccmprender los exiMenes de m1 n1Bo(n1B1)

4

.-

L-9

___Apreoler sobre Oosibles trabajos o
carreras para,mi ni5o(na)

Aprender sabre cultura o histbria de

la comunidad

Racer preguntas'sbbre como ml n1Bo(niiia)

esta funcionando en la escuela

__Racer juegos de aprendizaje que pueda a
jugar corca4z1Bo(ntia) en la casa

alguna atm ccisa? Por -favor escribala aqui

- r,

51
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AUSTIN. INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

Daember 3, 1981

TO: Principals of Title I/Migrant ProgFam Schools

FROM: ' Karen Carsrud, Catherine Chris ner, Joe Burleson

SUBJECT:. Parent InvolveMent Questionnaire

Attachment D-1
,

(continued, page 5 of

4.

The Office of Research and Evaluation will be sending a questionnaire
, to a sample of,Title I/Migrant parents in early January, 1982. Enclosed
is a copy of the questionnaire and cover lefter.to be sent to the parents.

The putpose of the questionnaire is to determine how to.entourage and
increase parental involvement in the Title I/Migrant Program and in the
ichools. We.are hopeful that thd results of the questionnaire will be
of use to the District in planning for future parental involvement-
actiVities.

lease feel free to direct any questions from parents to us, at 458-1227.

Thank you for your help.

Approved:L._
Directio of Office of Resrch and Evaluation

401Pr

j - 411Approved:
Assistant SuperirOndent of Elementary Education

KC:CC:JB:lfs

cE: Timy Baranoff
Hermelinda Rodriguez
Oscar Cantu

252
L-10
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VersitIn en'espanol a otro lado

81.26 *tachment L-2

ge 1 of 2)

AUSTIN INDEPENDFNT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF RESEARCH AND EVAWATION

February 5, 1982

Dear Parents:

A short time ago we sent you a questionnaire to find out hofl parents would

like to be,involved with their children's eduction aad ytth the Title I

and Migrant programs in AISD.

If you have not sent your questionnaire in yet, we would still like you to

do so. Enclosed is another copy of the questionnaire, along with,a return

envelope for your conveniencl. Of course, if yau have sent it in aiready,

you do not need to send.anothal

If you have any questions, 'please c,all Catherine Christner at 458-1227.

YoUr answera are very important to us.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,.

-
4")

(57%5224' fL,
Freda M. Holley, Ph.D.
Direqtor, Research and Evaluation

Enclosure

, 53
L-11

6100 CHIADALIJPZ AUSTIN, TEXAS 78752 512 / 458-1227
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. .



81.26

Febrero 5, 1982

4r

Attachment L-2

(continued, page 2 of 2) 7

Padrek At familia:
,

Race poco tiempo que les enyilmos un cuestionario para enterarnos comp
los padres de faMilia quieren estar involucridos en,la educaoiOn de sus
niaos y con los programas del TituloI y Migrante en el Distrito Escolar
de Austin..

Si usted no ha mandado su cuestionario todaVfa, nos gustarla que lo

hiciera. Incluido esta otra copia del cuestionario,juto cn un sobre
rotulado con estampilla para que loi regrese. gaturaimene, si'usted
ya to regresii, no es neóesario que usted envie otro.

Si acaso usted tiene preguntas, por favoi llame a Catherine Christer
al telefono 458-1227.

Sus respuestai son muy importante para nosotros.

4.

Muchas gracias por.su tiempo.

Sinceramente,

C.7MAI
Freda M. P011ey, Ph.D.
Director, Research and Evaluation

1101:1g
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. Title I/Migrant Parent Survey

1. Questionnaires mailed:.

Delivered to, homes:

Rehirned undelivered:

Total

2. Questionnaires delivered:

Migrant parents:
Title I parents: .

Schoolwide projeceparents:

Total -111111=,

3. Questionnaires completed':
,

Migrant parents: ° 21 18.6

Title I parents: $6 76:1

Schoolwide project parents.: 6 - 5.3

Toeal 113, 100.6

4. Respondent's Role:

Mother:
Father:
Grandmother: .

Unknown:

Total

.Atta.CDment L-3 ,

NuTber Percent

408 .96:0
.-17 5.0

, 145 100:0

81 19.9

303 74.3

24 5.9

.408 100.0

N. ,

94 83.2

5. 4.4
:3

2.7)11 9.7

113 100.0

,5. Project'by Language return rates:

Title I

Migrant

,*

Engli'sh Spanish Totals

78 8 86

72.9 . '7 5 1 80.4

15 6. 21 .

14:0 f 5,6 19.6

Totals 93 14 107 (number)

86.9 13.1 100.0 (percent).

L-13 2*50 ,



81.26, Attachment L-4

Number of Percentage
Responses Response,Question

Howvould you most
like help with the
Title-I/Migrant
program?

Have you attended
a PAC metting?

How cA PAC meet-
ings be more.

enjoyable?

How would you
choose to kip-
your child'Or
school?

In what area
would you most
want to .be

trained?

ato

4

Response Item

Help at school 50
Go to workshops 51 0

-Help Atnts 10

Go to PAC meetings 37

Other 9

,Yes 97

No 16

Shorter meetings 8

Babysitting 21
Transporation 15

Guest speakers 15

Talk with parents 20.

Daytime meetings 11
Weekend meetings 35
Taught to help children 59 '1

Meetings more interesting
Other 7

Woqiwith children
Help teachers
Work with parents,

:Help with school evente
Help in the office
Work &the library'
Bo whatever needed,

Other

Helping child with'reading
Helping child with math
Talking-with children
Keeping child healthy .

Helpiug child behave
Rewarding child
Understandinrtests %
Making learning games
Learning about jobs, careers
Learning shout culture comm
Inquiring about child
Other

L-14

44.2
45.1
8:8

32.7
8.0

85.8
14.2

7.1
18.6

'13.3
13.3

-17.7
9.7

31.0
52.2
12.4
6.2

31 :27.4
39r 34.5

48 42.5
20 17.7

17 15.0

43 3811
4 3.5

66 58.4
43 38.1
19 -16.8

24 21.2

39 14.5
12 . 10.6

24 12.2
33 29.k2

2,7 i3:9"

13 11.5

40 35.4
3 2.7

'".
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TITLE I MIGRANT ,

AFPENDIX M

MIGRANT STAFF INTERVIEW
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Instrument Description: Migrant Program $taff Interview

f

- Ude.f descrtorion of the tastrmment:

The ointeiview consisted of a series of opear-ended questions about each of the five
Migrant Program components. The Administrator was the on],y person who received
all questions. The other interviewees were asked only those questiOns pertinent to
their positions.

To wham was.the Instrument ael-q4-1.41rered? .

Title I Migrant"Program Administrator, Sep:Wary Migrant Supeivisor, Migrant Nurse,
Early Childhood Coordinator, and Parental 4Volvement Specialist.

mc4''manv exmas was the ttstr=ent a

Once to each person interviewed.

Then Mas the inser=ent adninisrered?

April 7 - April 15, 1982.

rd?

co

Where was tfus imsf===ent ac4-47istered? a

MN
In a location of the)interviewees' choice, usually their office.

4

Who id-timis-ved the imstTuraamt?

The Migrant Etaluator.

Wha: trainima did the-admihistratars.have?
t

".

Experience and training in intgrviewing.

Was thi Ltstr=ent adninistered =der standar:Urea condittons?

Not applicable.

be.

W!re thert :rdblams v4..th the iast=ment or the admindstration 'that
arfect the validi:v of :he data?,

None were identified.

Who develooed :he iltsr===ent?

The Migrant Evaluaeor.

.What re:labia:7 amd 71t44"V data are availableeot the imstrat-enti

None.

I'

Are :here =or= data availeala far intertrei:tht the results?
1

No.



4111

81.26

MIGRANT STAFF INTERVIEW

Purpose-
.

.)

The Migrant Staff Interview was'con"ducted with Migrant Program staff mem-
bers in order to answer the following decision and evaluation questions:

Decision Question Dl. 1.1ould the Prekindergarten Instructional

,Component be continued as it is, Todified, or deleted?
-

Evaluation Question D1-6: How successful was the imple-
mentation of the Pre-K Component?

1.

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant
Program staff?

c) How 'has the reorganization of the AISD central admin-
istrative ataff affected the implementation of the
Pre-K Component?

Decision Question D2. Should the K-12' Instructional Component
(Communication Skills).be continued.as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D2-5: How successful was the implemen-
tation of the K-12 Component?

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant
Program staff?

c) How has reorganization of the AISD central.administrative
staff affected the impleméntation,of the K-12 Component?

Decision Question D3. Should the Health ServiceS Component be
continued as it is, modified, or deletedl

Evaluation Question.D3-4: How successful was-the implemen-
tation of the Health Servides Component?

b) What.concernsratrengths were identified by Migrant
Program staff?

Decision Question*D4. Should the Parental Involvement Component
.w

be coritinued as it is; modified, ox deleted?

Evaluation Question D4-4: How-successful was the implemen-
tation of the Parental InvOlvement Component?

, a) What problems/strengths can be noted as a results o
separating the Districtwide PAC into two PAts
Elementary and Secondary?

.

M-3 259



, 81.26

b) How has the reorganization of the AISD central adminis-
trative staff affected the implementation of the Parental
Involvement Component?

d) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Prdgram

staff?

Decision Question D5. Should the MSRTS Component be continued as it
is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D5-2: How.successful Was the implemen-
tation of the MSRTS Component (including SIS)?

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
staff?

Ptocedure

An appointment was made with each of the five staff members to be interviewed -
the Title I/Migrant Program Administrator (April,8, 1982), the Secondary
Migrant Provam Supervisor (April 7, 1982), the Migrant Program Nurse (Aprili8,
1982), the P,arental Involvement Specialist (April 15, 1982), and the Early. ,

Childhood Coordinator (April 8, 1982). A memo confirming the appointment
(Attachment 14-1) was sent to each person, as was a copy of the interview

questions (Attachment 14-2) prior to the interview.. Each person was asked only
the questions designated for his/her position. The interviews were all conducted

by the Migrant Program Evaluator. Following the interviewerdrafts of the inter-
views were sent to the staff members for them to check for accuracy and clarity. .

11
Results

Thialuatinft Question D1-6: .How successful was the implemen-
tatton of the Pre-K Component?

7,1
b). What'concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant

Progrewstaff?

Stzengths - Early Childhood Coordinator

The Early Childhood Coordinator felt one of the greatest strennhs was the
increased coordination with the Title VII Pre-K Program: She and the

Title VII supervisor have teamed in their supervisory ,duties, planned
staff development together, and shared_ideas-and materials.

Another strength is one curriculum.being uaed in the Migrant/Title I Program.
The unifor.mity is a definite asset. She feels teachers are accepting the AISD

curriculum and usidg it in their daily planning and instruction.

The Coordinator felt the teachers had handled their classrooms very well

. t
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without aides this year. They had adjusted to the Situation in a positive
manner.

The migrant prekindergarteners cover a wider range of abilities than do those
children in Title I. Some of the rant Program students are more verbal.
She noted that some children are ao ng especially well in the program and seem
to be making strong individual gains according to their ability.

Strengtks - Administrator
*

The Administrator felt the standardized curriculum was a definite strength.
The quality of the in-services offered was very high and the participation
in these staff development sessions by teachers has been a strength. He
also appreciated the dedicatiein of the teachers.

Concerns - Early Childhood Coordinator

The Coordinator felt some teachers needed to strengthen their professional
training in early childhood. Many good training Opportunities exist in Austin
,including state and local conferences, staff development seminars, arid tnurse
offerings at the University of Texas. Very few teachers take advantage of these
opportunities. She wished more teachers would. She also felt some teachers
were not as self-motivated as she would like. There is always a need for
teachers to be more active and involved in creative planning and in their own
professional growth. It is her philosophy that all teachers should be willing
to try out new things and seek help/advice/ideas from their Supervisor as well '

as from other teachers.

Concerns - Administrator

Often the students do not attend the school in their own attendance area (due ,

to too few students it one location, the students are grouped to create a .

whole class). The Administrator felt that iome of the teachers do not attend
the optional in-services.offered as often as they should. This non-...attendance

limits their.contact with the' other pre-K teachers.snd limits opportunities to
share ideas, materials, etc. A system of crossvisitation among the pre-K
teachers and with kindergarten teachers needs to beesvblished. Although some
schools have incorporated.their pre-K classes into the art, P.E., music, etc.,
programs, not all have done this.

Supervisory Concerns - Early Childhood Coordinator

The Coordigetor feported having,Uo supervisiOn problems.

Supervisor Concerns - AdMinistrator

He had not noted any problems. He had seen good rapport between tile tea ' rs

and the Early Childhood Coordinator.

How has not having an aije this school year affected the teachers?

Early.Childhood Coordinator '

The teachers have made the adjustment quite well. They have used more large

group instruction than pre ously. The teachers have needed niore preparation

M-5
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time since there were no aides.to help prepare materials, atc. The teachers
have told her they feel the children are more independent since they have had

, fewer adults to rely upon.

Administrator

The Administrator felt that not having aides has strengthened the teachers - it has

inc reased their personal contact with the students and resulted in direct instructio

c) How has the rediganization of the AISD central administrative.staff
affected-the implementation of the Pre-K.Component? I.

.-..

Early Chi\dhood Coordinator
1

II
The main benefit from the reorganization has been allowing the Title_VII pre-K
supervisor and her to work together to.coordinate-the two programs. The reor-

.ganization has limited her time with the pre-K teachers. She had additional
IIresponsibilities when she was assigned the pre-K supervision, and consequently has

not speht.as much time with eft-it-teachers as she feels she and they both Want, Her

major goal for next year, is to increase the amount.of time devoted to early
IIchildhOod matters. '

Administrator

The Administrator felt there had been positive impact in that pre-K teachers
now feel more a part of the whole - they have a sense of-belonging to Elemen-
tary Education.

'

Evaluation Question D1-7: Facing possible continuing redaction of
funds, what program options exist it the pre-K level?

Early Childhood Coordlnator

The first areas,the Coordinate? recommended be reduced if monies have_to ba cut
were materials land supplies. If funds had to be redUced even more, she felt '

the number of classes could be reduced or there cOuld be more combination
classes (50% Title 1150% Migrant) to better serve identified areas.

II

Our district seems to be ahead of most districts in terms of the early childhood
program. AISD has gotten many outside inquiries About our AISD early child-
hood curriculum. 'People seem very fnterested in the early childhood program, 11
and in the AISD-curriculum espeoially. There have been a number of staff devel-
opment Tequests from other districts (especially in Texas) in this Area. It

seems there is a strong need for a g ood early childhood curriculum,.and we are a
step ahead.

Administrator

The first arei.-in this Component that could be cut (according to the Administra-
tor) is materials fudds. Secondly he would try to adjust the location of the
classes to lower the transportatiOn costs involved.

262
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,

The Administrator stated our District was way ahead in this area - others,
especially from Texas'have inquired about our program.

Eva/uation Question D2-5: .How succes,sful was the implementation

of the K-12 COmponent?
-

b) What'concerns/strengths were identified by'lligrapit Program,

staff?

Strengths (K-6) - Administrator

The Administrator felt one of the major strengths atithe K-6 level was the
coordination between the Migrant, "Title I, and SCE Programs. He feit the needs

of the students were better addressed by the joint Planning among ths.programS.
There have also been msre attempts to serve.the Migrant Program studenti with
higher achievement scores on a consultation basis for enrichment.

StrengehS (7=12) - Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The Secondary Supervisor felt generally the teachers did a,good job - improved

from last year. They,have ncreased the number of students served. He'falt

these teachers were working with the regular teachers more often and More
\suCcessfully than they had previously.

Concerns (K-6) - Administrator

At.tht K-6 level, not everydne (at all campuses) was keeping.student ecords

in the same way. -There need to be more uniforeprOC'edures for keeping stu-
dent records across all campuses. The Administrator lies pot sure that the

Title I/SCE Programs were operating consistently as might be neded across campuses.
,

,
.

Concerns - Secondary Migrant Coordihator
. .t.

.

,

. ,
. .

Scheduling students in for servites is still a problem. Students do not'get

cr,edit (even-AISD Credit) for telting Migrant Program classes, - '
.. t :N

. . .
\-

As far as the higil school tutorial pilot project iSgoing, the Supervisor
reported students were not showing up fdr their.appointments to beeutored.
Teachers were.frustrated because of this. (See Appendix R of this report for

,

more details of the tutorial project.). . A...

.4, .

4 .

Supervisory Concerns (K-6) - AdMinistrator
. ' ""`

. # ..

The Adminitrator reported that supervision of the K-46 Migrant Program teachers

may have been limited due to new spaff receiving this supenvisory,responsi;kility
for the first time.. They haye already started planning flar imprOlved communica-

tion and' consiitency for next year.
. :..

,*
-

Supervisory Concerns (7-12) - Secondary Mtkrant Coordinatdr 410, A

,,

Tfie Supervisor had no supervision problems with the. teachers.: His concern is ,

)'
that the teachers were not observed or evaluaied by ttie instrUCtional coordiha,-

tors as was supposed to happen. Therefore the teachers (he-felt) did not receive (

the'instructional support they needed. This yea'r wittl reorganization the Coor-,

dinator is respoAsible for management, not instructional ppe'vision.

tt7 263.
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How has the reorganization of the AISD central adminiAlmative
staff affected the implementations of the K-12 Component?

Administrator

The Administrator felt the'program had been strengthened Instructionally since
planning for it was now included both'at the campus level and the districtwide
level-(more than before). Also the reorganization has resulted in more coot-
dihation between the various compensatory programs.

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The reorganization has'been good in that, being only secondary he has had more
time to work with school administratiyA staff. This has helped improve gehed-
uling. Also the extra time has allowed him to work with counselors more re:
increasing their a reness of the students' being migrant. He has also used
the time to work re with regular teachers who work with the Migrant Program.
te4thers.-

The teachers did nOi receive the instructional supervision/support they needed
(he was no longer their instructional supervisor).

Evaluation Question D2-11: Facidg possible continuing reduction of funds, what
program options exist for the K-12 Instructional Component?

. Administrator

The fist qling to go if monies 'are,decreased is support staff.

One of the national trends noted by the Administtator was the inmase of
Austin's situation in other - that is, tge large majority of migrants
are formerly migratory, and there ore fairly stationary in the District. Also,

he reported there is increasingly more emphasis on the coordination of supple-
mentary programs at the state level. TEA has requested LEAs to,coordinate their
services (Title I, Migrant, Bilingual, Special Education, etc.') better to opti-
mite services to eligible students. This is something Austin has been working
on for the last several years with notable success.

Secondary'Higrant Coordinator

The Coordinator reported if funds were cut he It2uld first do away with

the tutorial progtam. Next he would disconiinue serving llth and 12th graders
and work with Reading, CLA classes, and tutorials for 9th and 10th grade stu-,

dents. His preference would be to prorate teachers more with local money - i.e.,
a teacher would teach 3 Migrant Program periods and 2 Reading (local money)
periods. Lastly he.would cut the high school program, but try, to make sure the
Migrant Program students.were placed in the proper reading classes.

Comparing odr prOgram with others, the'COordinator felt our problems were some-
what unique.

VW.
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Evaluation. Question D3-4: HoW successful was the implementation
of the Health Services Component?

. b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program
staff?

Strengths - Nurse

The staff is a plus. The school,personnel are very cooperative with the
Nurse in her visits to the schools. The families of the Migrant'Program.
stadents have also been very cooperative in her de'alings with them. The

generous allotment of monies to this component has been a big plus in allowing
her to provide high quality services.

. Strengths - Administrator

The administrator felt,the dedication of the,Health Services Staff was its
biggest strength. Their work with the conpunity and other health/service
agencies has been extremely-beneficial for both the Migrant Program and AISD,

as a whole. Because of the Nurse's preyentative health care done in the past,
less follow-ups are needed now, thus inareasin.the Nurse's time in other areas.

Concerns - Nurse

,
The biggestyroblem has been the logistics of providing the medical services.
The students are so spread out across the District that reaching everyone is
difficult. Also cantacting the families is not always easy, since many are
very hard to reach during the day. The Nurse suggested that perhaps more
flexible hours"vould be helpful. .

Concerns - Administrator,

The Administrator reported there,were no major weaknesses.
Niro

Evaluation Question D3=5: Facing possible continuing'teduction
of fundswwhat program options exist for the Health Services
CompoAtit?

Nurse

If funds have to be reduced in this Component, the Nurse felt the first items
to be cut should be the supply and travel funds. If more still needed to

be cut, she felt some money could be cdt for dental services. Basically the

health problems could be even more prioritized so th'at the more serious problObs
were taken care of, with routine health exams rovided as funds were available.

t

When the Nurse waS asked about any national trends She might know of in

I Migrant health services, she noted a statewide tend probably national: trend)
for the Migrant Program nurses to be funded only parttime (with the rest of
their fundinneing from their district as a regular school nufSe). 7o the.

Nurse's knOwledge she was one of the few full-time Migrant Program Nurses

around.

M9s
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Administrator

The first priority should be meeting emergency health needs. The emphasis
should then be to serve Pre-K students and current migrants first., Addi-
tiodally services could be prioritized on the bas s of eligibility expiration
dates.

: The Administrator felt our Nurse is very visible 4nd well-resPected. She has
planned andconducted :some in-services for the en ire state.

Evaluation Question D4-4: HOW successful was the implementation of the
Parental Involvement Compongnt?

a) What problems/strengths can be noted as a redb'lt of separating the District-
wide PAC inio,tWo PAC6-Elementary And Secondary

Administrator

The Administrator felt the Secondary PAC has better addressed the parent needs
of that age group. This has hell& secondary parents feel closer to the program.
Additional efforts are underway to coordinate the Elementary Title I/Migrant -7

Districtwide PAC with other programs e,g. bilingual, as the:local PACs will not
be required for next year. Parent input is needed and cou14.be handled through
the DistricWide PAC.

4

Parental Involvement Specialist

1The Specialist felt the Districtwide PACs (elementary and secondary) were
better able to address the parents° needs.

1

The only problem has been that the participation of Migrant rogram parents
in the'PAC was low.

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The advantages have outweighed ,the disadvantages. The information presented

in PAC meetings dnd workshopp has been more relevant to their interest,(since.
all secondary) and-all Are migrant. The teachers have helped with the local
PACs. Parents have attended the meetings well. The parents have been more

cohesive group, partiapated more,, and been more interested this year. The

PAC has been a good opportunity for parents and teachers to be together. One

very minor disadvantage has_been the Secondary PAC is not oriented to
individual schools.

b) Haw 4as the reorganization of the AISD central administrative staff
affected the implementation of 'the Parental Involvment Component?

Administrator

the attendance of several Department of Elementary Education administrators
at the Texas Migrant Conference providet a goad orientation for them to the

2 616

1;85 M710
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Migrant Proiram. The reorganization:has made the Migrant Program more a
:part of the whole. All the elementary community representatives are now

recruiting. The reorganization has allowed the locally and federally funded
AISD staff to work more closely together. :

,Parelital Involvement Specialist

The reorganization was seen as beneficial in that all the elementary programs
have been brought together and everyone can work on program goals. It has

been a real plus working with the Migrant Program Nurse.7 feel very coordinated

with her okfice.

The paperwork for all three programs (Migrant, Title I, and Title VII) has

been very heavy and takes,a lot of, time. Since not all the administrators
were familiar with the program and its goals, a lot of time has been spent
explaining the program. The):Parental Involvement Specialist felt this has,

slowed the.Program, at least initially.

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The Secondary Coordinato
secondary community repr
more well-defined group
school year.

/felt/ that the

sentaitives was

He felt there

placement of the supervision of the
good. He felt the parents were a
had been more parent contact this

d) What concernsistre gths were identified by. Migrant Program staff?

SCren ths - Administ atoe"

This year the Administrator felt parents.were more informed of the legalistic

process involved in the program. He'believes there has been greater coordina-

tion betWeen local and federal resources. The process of verifying migrant

,
,status has been improved.More parents have been contacted to be sure their

children are eligible for the program. More errors about migrantf-status have

been corrected this schodl year. Training of all community representatives

has increased the effectiveness of the recruitment process and therefore

increased the effectiveness of the progr'am.

Strengths - Parental Involvement Specialist

The Parental Involvement Specialist-(who supervises all eleMentary Title I,

Migrant, and Title VII community representatives) felt-a big strength has

been all representatives have recruited migrants. This has increased resources.

.
Everyone is more knowledgeable and this benefits all programs. For those

migrant parents who attended PAC meetings, their p4rticipation in those

meetings was good.

Strengths Scondary Nigrnt Cbordina tor

The Secondary Coordinator said the,creation of the Secondary 'PAC was a big

strength. Also he felt having the secondary community representatives was a

plus. He felt the Program was better able to offer parent workshops that

.
were more appropriate to the secondary spidents' level.

M-11 2 6 7



s,)

44,4ti

146
,

.

'oncerns - Administrator

The Administrator is not sure this component has met the,parents' needs since
their attendance at meetings was low. At the beginning of the School yeat

there was not enough communication between the community representatives and
the Trogram administrative staff. However, th±s has improved during'the year.

The prograth has noe recruited migrant parents, in south, southeast, and north-
east Austin as much as is needed.

The notices of the PAC meetings have not always been timely, Many PACs started

late due to new schools and new staff.

Concerns.- Parental InvolVement Specialist

It his been hard to get local PAC4 estab4shed at some schools - mainly those
with small programs like Cook and Webb. $he felt migrant parents were
generally not as involved as she would like (in general, they had very low
attendance). Also there is only one secretary for all the programs with all
the paperwork entailed. _This has really been a problem at_timea. Perhaps itb

the lessened requirements for PACs for 1982-83, the paperwork load will be
less.

Concerns - Secondary Migran't Coordinator
a

No concerns were noted.

What problems/strengths have you noted as a mstat of having all the elementarv
community representatives work on recruiting migrants and having other commu=
nity representatives work at the secondary ZeveZ onZy?

Administrator
7

,

This has made it stronger. It is good (at the elementary level) that all the
community representatives have one supervisor. The representatives have

cooperated to recruit entire families and all have recruited pre-K students.

Parental Involvement Specialist

The main strength is now')all the representatives are working,mreCruiting
migrants - this increases resources. The Specialist felt the secondary
staff have been better able to address needs/ iroblems with the split.

The only problem noted was that the elementary and secondary representatives
sometimes dupligate services. The two staffs need to coordinate better.
This is somethlng 'they are working on:

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

.

The Secondary Coordinator felt the coordination between the elementary and



"
LO

secondary community representatives was sometimes cumbersome (going through
their supervisor and also the Prog;am Administrator). Also sometimes there
is duplication.between elementary and secondary (elementary and secondary
representatives are both visiting the same families).

. Evaluation Question D4r6; Facing possible coninuing redUction
of fuilds, what program options exist for the Parental Involvement
Component?

Administrator
t.t

.

The Administrator expressed a need to prioritize the parents' needs and cut any
fringe areas-.-stich-as extra support staff4 excess materials, and'travel.

It i4 a national trend (being followed in AISD as well) to orient parents
more to the legisiative process since the program is facing cuts at the

national level.

Parental Involvement Specialist

The Specialist felt mongy for reproduction,refreshments, and supplies should
be the first areas to be cut. If still more cuts are needed, then next should-

be travel. The last cuts should be personnel.

Nationally, she has found that other districts are similar to ours in that all are
having trouble getting parents involved (coming tu meetings, etc.). She

felt some parents felt isolated at national conferences because Lle speakers
don't speak Spanish. from tht Specialists' experience in talking with
representatives from other districts, our parental involvement program seems
advanced over many other districts.

Secondary Migrant Coordinator

The first thing that should be cut if funding is decreased is travel for parents.
Secondly, supply money should be cut. Finally, community represntatives`
could be cut-but there must be someone to do eligibility forms.

Evaluation Ques0.on D5-2: How successful was the implementation

of the MSRTS Component (including SIS)?

b) What concerns/strengths were identified by Migrant Program

staff?

-0111.

Strengths - Administrator

The Administrator felt the communication with the Service Center had improved

. this year. The MSRTS Clerk has become more efficient in using the'CRT in

checking,enrollment and withdrawal dates. There has been better screening of

students 'mid their eligibility, improved procedures for verification of the

termination dates, and bet.ter processing, of eligibility forms.

Concerns - Administrator

MSRTS. Clerk and the Adrilinistrator have 46t always received the followup feedback

'N-13 2.6 -
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on families they requested because there are so many channels things have
to go through. He felt improved communication was needed with the teachers
in this area.

How successful has the use of the SIS been this school year?

Administrator

The Administrator stated the Skills Information System (SIS) was not much
help to our population since it doff', not allow for the extensive coordina-

tion of resources (Mi ant, Title I, bilingual, special education, etc.)
that AISD employs. nc SD has so few current migrants (for which the
SIS is geared) the process se like a waste of the teachers' time, but
it is required by TEA.

Evaluation Question D5-3: Facing possible continuing reduction of funds,
what program options exist for the MSRTS Component?

Administrator

Since the component is required, we cannot cut it. We can only cut supplies

andtioaterials.
.

The national trends in the component are incorporating student achievement

data through Accutrak. Also initiated in some areas is the Secondary Credit

Exchange Program. This is where high school students get credit for their
time/work in a different state.

M-14
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Rseartch aad Evaluation

.Marc31; 1982

TO: Persons Addressed

fROM: Caheri'rr Christner

SUBJECT: Migrant Program Staff Interview

This memo is to confirm our,appointment for an interview on
at

Enclosed is'a copy of the interview format I will use when conducting the
interview. It will not'be necessary for you to write out your responses,
as I will do that during our session.

I am looking forward to talking with you.

CC:lg
EncloShre.

cc: Lee Laws
Timy Baran
Hermelinda odriguez

J. M. Rich, d

APPROVED: -77",71%

-Director, Research and Evaluation

Persons Addressed: Oscar Cantti

Jose Mata
Kathleen Bryan
Anita Uphaus
Eva 'Barron '

I.

;

A
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. ' Attachment 14-2

, (Page 1 of 2)

ADSTIN INDEPEN13ENT 901HOOL DISTRICT
Offiee of Research and Elialuatidn-0/

. MigrNat Program Staff.Interview

A eA
Persons to Se interviewed: Title I/Migrant Program Administatoi (A)

Secondary Migrant-Supervisor.(S)

'to

Migrant Nurse' (N)

Parental Involvement Specialist (Sp)
4; Early Childhood Coordinator (C),.

4
Person. . ,

Adaressed 0QUestions °

'. .
. ...

A, C What have.been the strengths of the implementation of the -----'
' 'Pre-K Coniponent this school year? ,

. . 4 .. .

,
A, C 4 Whathave beens the weaknekses-of the implementation of the

.. . ,.

,, Ph--1 Component this school year?. .
,\/- -

, 4 4...4 .. ,_.
v , ft a ; .

'4, c
,
.

. 0 How havihe.reorganization of the AISD central adMinistra-
,.tive staff affected the implementation'of this component?

A, q Have there lieen any ii3Joblems.With=the supervision o.f the
, -

.. pre-K teachers?
4 . :

1'. '': ' ' ' . , 4.

.

l'.. . :

A, C How Has hot having an 'iide this school year afLected the'
teachers?
., .. . ,

. -- -.,
%. .

#

4 .1- If fUnd, s need to be cute wharwould you rec6 end,be out?'
74. . . ,

- - .

44,

-

.. *.

What have been the strewhs gf the imPleMentation of
the X=112 Iastructiona1 Component this schosil year?

A (GradeS'X-6); S,(Grades 7-12) ..

, .

What have been the weaknessei of. the iiplementation. of,
,

.. the Kn12 Instructional Componentothib,schoolyear? .

. , . .

A (Grade's K-6),( g (g. .,
rades 7712) .*

0,
.1

' ,
..

How hasthe reo.rganization of th4.AISD central'adMinis-
trative staff affecteethe.implementation-of this comPonent1

- 4
.

:

JIave there'been any problemp'with the shpervision k K-12
rant 'Program teaChersi .' ' 0%

1 .
.. .

t A Or4des R-6), g%(Grades 7,-12)
-. ,.. # .

,

*If funds have to be Lt In this component in the .futup,
what Would you.recotmend be.cut?. .:,-, .

.A7f(Grades,1;76), A.(liado 7-12) . .

'"
. . ..i

, ' ;

,14-16
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Migrant Program Staff Interview

lerson
Addressed Questions

Attachment M-2
(continued page 2 of 2)

A, N

A, N

-

,

A, "N

ell4
A: S, Sp

11, A, So.Sp Whgt have been.the weaknesses of the implementation of
..

..

. ,

' the Parental,InvOlvement Component this school year?

II A, S, §p'.. How has the reorganization of the ATSD central 4dmindstra-
--.' .. g . , ,,

tive staff affected the implementation of-this r,Omponent?

II' ----j A, S, Sp. `-- HoW effectiveha4 it been to have an Elementary and a 0

.
,

.41kto
SeCondary Districtwide PAC? Advantages,'D16advantages.

..- , -
. .

Sp 'What probtems/strengths have you_noted as a result of
.

having ali the dlementary, community representatives pork 0

on recruiting tigrants.and having other community repre-

AI :

/

What have-been the strengths of the implementation qf the

Health Services Component this school year? (Special

Programs)

What have been the weaknesses of the implementation oi the

,Health Services Component this schoo/ year?

If funds have to be cut in this component in the future,

what would you recommend be cut?

, What have...been theAtrengths,oI the impleMentation of

the Parental Involvement Component this schdbl year?

I.

sentatives work at the seclindary level only?
g

,
.

- . Ts
,

A, S, Sp . , If funds have to be cui in thi. s comiOnent in the future,
%

b , dtat would you-recommendbe cut? It

.A T.4hat heye been the strengths of the implemenation o f the

MSRTSCoMponent this,s hool year? -

A What-have been the wegk sser-of theimplementatdon of the

MSRTS Component this sCgool year? .

II
!.

.

A.
4..

,*. How successful has the use of-the SIS bgen this school yeae-.

.
.

. ..

.

A If flindS have.to be tut in tgis component inithe futura,'

IIwhat would you recommend be cutl

;
.

m*---,-
.

.

.

,

.

.-.

f

.
21,3
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Instrument Description: Migranc Health SerAces Form

3riet descriscion of the inscr.zsenc:

This form provides infOrmation about the healch services delivtrea by che Migranc

Program Nurse. Information collecced includes: scudenc name, ID, grade, echnicicy,

school, problem,, cype of concacc, resolution of problem, parenc contact, )and outcome.

"

To wham vas the instpzminc administered?
Or

The Migrant Program Nurse and her secrecary completed the forms.

Bow =any tintes was tha ins:nu:sent administered?

. Thp.foiMs were kept oh 4 mortally basist

When was the instrmment administered?

Mbnchly, from Augusc, 1981 chrough May, 1982.

Where was the 4z:strutter: admiztis-e-.d?

In the ligranc Program Nurse's office 'or other locacion of her choice.

Who adminiaterad the fEilAittent?

The form Was completed. by che Migrant Progrim Nurse or her secrecary.

:hat rraininz did the fdaimiscrntors ha7e?

Written instructions were-pro ded.

'Zas the instrunent adninis4-- smder szandardized cenditions?

Noc applicable.

Were :hers sroblems with the ttsrvitent or the adninistratitn that mizh:

affett, :he va1idir.7 of the data!

None were identified.

Who de7eIzsed :he tnstrument?

The form was modified slighcly from 1980-81 by ehe Migranc Program Nurse and che

Evaluacor'to suit.betcer both persons' needs.

What tellabilit7 and va1idit7 data are,available'on :he inscrnment?

None.

A:a :he'ra nor= data available inn:scan.= the rar4;.-114

1

1.

,) 2
,

."-

A

,

?k:-

. V

z s '7',

'" 7%.'
- - ,A,0,44?,.i ,



..MEGRANT HEALTH SERVICES FORM

I ' Purpose

:The Migrant Health Ser/tces Form was completed by the Migrant Program Nurse'
*Order to,Obtan infOimation relevant:tc!) thefollowing deasion and eval-
tátion iluestions:

if

t."

.

Decigion Qmestioh:b. .Should the Health Services Component be
continued aSat iS mbdified, or deleted?..

;

kvalaatiOn Question D-1: Were the component's objectives

, met?' . .

i

.

, ..

. , .
.

,Eval'Uatl.on Question D3-2.: What servicea dich.,Migrant Program
.

.

siud'entreceive?'
,io

. . / .

. Eva1uatiA/1 Question D3=3: How many Migrant Prog'ram stu-

. dentS (VY grade and ethnicity) were served by the,Migrant

1Nurse?,

'! .

.
'Procedure.

"

/ .

TheRealth Services Form was developea in 1977 by the Title I Migrant Eval-

.

uator and_the,Mizrant Nurse._ The P6tm was designed to describe the individ-

,; ual stud in.t. cOntictt made by:the Migrant'Nurse.
. . , .

,!. ..., , .. ., _ .
,

,
The orlly chaligea' made in the form itelf.'were to add office visit

.

to type of

,parent contacti4d,the addltion:Of Referral to Others as a category for

outaiN r4fer3aTs (1$.4 PTA); clounselor, etc.). This latter was Coded in

.yv .the'Outoome column... Weelqachment N.4,for the Migrant Health..Services

°Form' Th4'directions for:itie completion of the.form are in Attachment il-2..
,

.,.. In compp.eting the.forms the Nurse recorded healthprobleM(i) expe'rienced by
'each:student. The prphlem codes usedtwith the forpmere the ones designated.
bY)eie, Migrant Student.Record Transfer System. 'Attachment N-3 defines the .

... -; problem codes. used.
,---.

... , .

. '. f

' ','.''' , ...,
,

,.
.

..
,- , , ,.

itle data were, keypunched., one card per .contact. Attachment N-4 is a copy, of .

C theca44,fil4 layout utilized. . The dataAre stored at,AISD oh tile MG-HEL82.
-..,.c .

o.

t e Nurse wi,th- her reporting to Health Servi,ces, a
dicel/Dentar Expense Monthly keport was devel-

or a 4.app1e'Month!s completed form. The Program
eports is VONuRsg-.. . .a, ..

,.,..
.

. I .

.Thls yw.in orderto help
'AigranOfeal-th.Servlces an
ope4: .e..0tachraellp N-5
geed to t,op4theee,. monthly.

N-3 76.
.
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Se.

Results
e

Evaluation Question D3-1: Were the componedes objectives met?

This year the Nurse set her goal s,,seeing 90% of the currently migratclv
students. By the end of May she had seen 132. ,of the current migrants.

This is 79%.of the total number so this objective was not quite met.

et-

The Nurse made 1,151 contacts with students from September through May.
This was across 54 campuses. See-Figure N-11,..;01e large number of caMpuseg
visited indicates how spread out the students'are in the District.

In Figure N-2 are comparison figures,from
contacts'made by the Nurse from September
more student,contacti in 1980-81 than she
in 1981-82.

1980-81 and 1981-82 on student
through April. The Nurse made
did during the same tittle period ,

Evaluation Question D1-2! What services did Migrant Program students
receive?

The'Nurse conducted a varie* of different services for students. See
Figure N-3. Also the Nurse-conducted follow-ups on health.problems but
these.were not recordeda

.

The Nurse eneountered awide variety of health problems in her contacts
with students (figure N5-4). The most common problemt were failed dental
screening, health supervision, dental screening, and failed vision screening. ,

ivaluatIOn'Question D3-3. How many Migran t Program students (by grade and
ethniciLy) were 'served bt' the Migrant. Nurse?
*

'%.
Figtre N-5 are listed the data to answer this question. The most chil-

dren were seen at. pre-.-K and 97.4% of the'students ken were Hispanic.. .

Preventative heal,th/training,Was the main reason for the focus on the bre-it

students. ,
,

,

.Miscellaneous .
.. ...%.

In Figure.N-6 is listed the number of co4ltacts made by the Nurse each MOnth.

,
Septdmber, October, and November -were the months when the most student con-

i

.......tactsre made.
,

. . .

. \ .dir

\ . t
. . . :;,f '.\ `

. . ,

. . The Nurse made734 contacts with migrant. parentt... In Figure N-I are,thi:,

, s

4 .

numbers'of, types Of these parent'contact§.
.

..

t -

.
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;

Scam:\
ustiO

Johnston
McCallum, ..

Reagan
Travts
Crockett
Anderson
LBJ.

,

DUPLICATED,COUNT UNDUPLICATED. C0UNT
OF STUDENTS 'SEEVED OF STUDENTS ''s ERVED

NIC d

18 ia
47 .47-...:

2 , 2 ''
3 3

15. 15
20 -' 20
41 41

1
Fultoori . 6
Burnet
O. .Henry 16
Pearce

5

4
Porter 14
'Martin 22

.
Milrchls0a

. . ,

11
Bedichek ., 4

Allison 78

' -- Ie,
4

14 - ...
22 '' .

', . 11 . ...

. ..

..

.

,

... ,

. -'

t
h

A °
4 ..'

y:
.

., .:
Bartbn ,H.1.11s ,. ,'..

Becker 30 ' 30 .

BTanton 3 3'.
''Brenttrood.. h. - .2.... ... . .. 't
.Brooka .:". ,.. . 90 :.'. . .

BrYker Woods" .7 17 :::::'', --8 ''...; ..."-...: '' . ......---:...`.-

:.:...-
-.';

CirnAinghaa , .-...
Datrecm;:.' , . .. '.... .;

G'Ovalle- :;-- '. "

" , -
- `'....:.-:..:::

9 . .. ::. :::,... ; ....... ' 9
: - I -...

81 ' ;131 .
...

14 "...... 14 . *.'? :,. . ..pHarris . ... *9::-

Highland -Pdi-k .' ',' ...37 az . . -
, , .

, ......-Loteits .....-...._ .!2.9 .;::, ....
.....i.l. .,... , ...

:42 t.% 7 5 .

0rti4i*,:
Sanchez,:
Pleanane,lati
aidgetop ... ,
t 'Elsoo '..

...
tisas .

Trois 8eishes-
Afran!. -

' W.09i4.4*-4-
'... Zavala ,' ; ,

Ziller .' ...
.0d9..ra ." ...- '.

if* '.''',-. ..
r':-Setlet "crailez

Linder - :.;. .

"

......

i

'

..
.
:...

. :'
..

,

...0 .. '
. '`

r ,:-,
.:."

,
'-....-,

'
:::

.
. , ,

.... 19 : ;" . --....,-

%St, 2 -A ", ,

.

75 ''',...: (
69 :-: - :. ' :

.
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.. ..

.;,..26
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-64- :, ,-
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Duplicated Unduplicated
Count of Stu:- Count of Stu-

Grade Jlents Sawed. dents Served
.

Pre-K I

Duplicated Unduplicated
Count of, Stu.- Count of Stu-
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. - -
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Activity

Number of Times,Activity

Was Performed

Regularly Scheduled Exam

Non-Scheduled Exam

295

7, ',117

Phone Contact 329

Referral to Medical Doctor 300-

Referral to Dentist 187

Home Visit 56

.Counseling/Teaching, 211

Referral to Other Professional 29

Figure N-1.. TALLY OF VARIOUS NURSING ACTIVITIES POR SEPTEMBER,
1981 THROUGH MAY, 1982.

cte
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PROBLEM ,

CODE, PROBLEM FREQUENCY
1

PERCENTAGE
f

1712 FAILED DENTAL SCREENING 194 fo 16 9

A01 HEALTH SUPERVISION 170 14.8
1716 DENTAL SCREENING 119 10.4
2203 VISION.SCREENING 119 4,"10.4
1602 PHYSICAL EVALUATION 118 : 10.3

0525 FAILED VISION SCREENING TEST 81 7.1
1305 OTHER ILL-DEFINE COND. 30 "2,6
07Q3 4UPPER RESP. INFECTION, COLD, SORE THROAT,

ETC. 26 2.3
i

9999 SENSITIVE DATA 25 2.2

0519', NEEDS GLASSES 23 200

0507 OTITIS MEDIA 23 2.0

1006 OTHER PROBLEMS OF SKIN/SUBCUTANEOUS TISSUE 17 1.5
0108 PEDICULOSIS, 15 1.3
0509 OTHER EYE PROBLEMS 13 1.1

0903 OTHER GENiTO -URINARY 10 o.p

0526 FAILED HEARING SCREENING TEST , 9 0.8

0508 OTHER EAR PROBLEMS ,8 0.7

1001 IMPETIGO 8 0.7

1302 -HEADACHE 0.6

1308 'NOSE BLEED 7 0.6

1102 OTHER DISEASES OF THE MUSCULO -SKELETAL
. o ,

6SYSTEM 0.5

1002 SCABIES .6

0523 AMBLYOPIA 6 6. 0,5

0105 HEPATITIS

0118' STREPTOCOCCAL INFECTNS 5 1 o.4

0303 4 OBESITY 5 0:4

0704 . OTHER RESPIR. DISEASES 5' 0.4

0901 - DISEAFS OF .THE KIDNEY/BpADDER 5 0.4 ,
pr

1700 DENTAL HEALTH 4 ,! 0.3
.

1209 HEART MURMUR 4'

-0803 OTHER PROB.?: OF DIGESTIVE SYSTEM 0.3
:

0802 GAS±ROENTERITIS/COLITIS '4 0.3

0522 REFERRAL 4 0.3

1603" IMMUNIZATIONS 4 0. p.

1004 DERMATITIS , 0.3

0701 ASTHMA 3 .0.3,

0309 POOR NUTRITIONAL gABII,s. 3 0.3

0120 . ATHLETE'S.FOOT 2 0.2

y3301 DlAtETES MELLITUS 2 0.2

0517, ASTIRIATISM 2 0.2

0520 WEARS GLASSES 2 0.2

0702 INFLUENZA AND PNEUMONIA 2 e0.2e
%V 2:0705' CHEST PAIgS
o',15

.

'Figure N-4. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CONTACTS MADE FOR EACH HEALTH RROBLEM.
(Page 140;:d1.

Q
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81,26

PROBLEM
CODE

1003

1008

1403

PROBLEM

RINGWORM
WARTS \
DISLOC., SPRAIN, STRAIN

FREQUENCY

2

2

2

PERCENTAGE

0.2
0.2

0.2

1404 ALCERATION, OPEN WUND .2

1507 PLANTS 2 0.2

0119 OTHER INFECTIVE, PARASIT. 1 0.1

0122 CAPITIS 1 0.1

0504 OTHER ENDOCRINE NUTRIT/METABOLIC PROBLEMS 0.1

0404 ANEMIA 1 0.1

0521 WEARS HEARING AID '1 0.1

0531 CONGENITAL CATARACT 1 0.1
0532 PINK EYE 1 0.1
0803 OTHER PROBLEMS OF THE DIGESTIVE SYSTEM 1 0.1

0900 DISEASES OF THE GENITO-URINARY SYSTER . 1 . 0.1

100.5 ECZEMA 1 0.1

1101 ARTHRITIS/RHEUMATISM 1 0.1

,1103 SCOLIOSIS SCREENING 1 0.1

SPINAL SCOLIOSIS 1 0.1,1109

1204 OTH CONGENITAL. ANAMOLIES 1 0.1

1210 FLAT FOOTED 1 0.1

1301 CONVULSIVE DISORDERS 1 0.1

1307 ENLARGED TONSILS 1. 0.1

1400 ACCIDENTS, TRAUMA AND.INJURIES 1 0.1

1402 FRACTS. OF. EXTREMITIg5 0.1 '

1510 UNSPECIFIED CAUSE 1

1513 INSECTS 1

1609 HEALTH REFERRAL

1801 DISORD ARTICULATION 0.1 '

1804 DISORD RHYTHM (STUTTER) 10' t'0.1
1901 TONSILLECTC* 0.1 '

Figure N-4. NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF CONTACTS MADE FOR Eticx HEALTH PROBLEM.

. (continued, page 2 of 2)

f'
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81.26

,

'Grade Hispanic Black 4mer.Indian c Anglo Other

Pre-K 132 1 0 P *0

K , 43 1 0 0 0

1 49 1 0 0 0

V
2 36 1 0 1 04t

3 34 0 0 0 O

4 33 2 -.
:0 0 g

:

5 29 1 0 6 0

46 18 1 .0 0 0
.,

7 23 0 0 1 0

8 _ 15 0 0 0 0

9 28 Ox., 0 0 0

10 20 0 1 0 0 0
,

1.1 12 2 0 0 0

12 .° 13 , 0 0 0 0

N.

.Tota1
,

,485 11 0 2 0

Figure N
0

C6UNT OF MIGRANT STUDENTS SERVED (BY GRADE LEVEL AND .ETHNICITY

BY THE MIGRANT NURSE FROM SEPTEMBER-MAY, 1981-82

/ .

265-6
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81.26

Month

September

October

November

December

January.

February

March

April

May..

Total

Number of Student ontacts

180

180

165

67

118

0 112

155

53

1,151

'Figure 114. DUPLICATED COUNT OF STUDENTSCONTAftb EVERY MONTH (SEPTEMBER,
1981-MAY, 1982).

Phone Call Note to. Parents

t

369 254 ,

Vis# to Nuise's Office Total

111 734

Figure k-7. NUMBER AND TYPES OF PARENT CONTACTS MADE AY THE MIGRANT

NURSE SEPTEMBER-MAY, 1981-82.
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81.6

s

Attachment N-2
(Page 1 of 4) ,

INSTRUCTIONS: MIGRANT HEALTH SERVICES FORM

The Migrant Health Services Form sh uld be completed on a monthly basis 'v

and sent through the school mail r Catherine Christner, Administration

Building, Box 79.

In an effort to-reduce clerical time, follow-up contacts will not be

recorded on thi's fOrm.

In addition to the:direCtionhoelow, at example is ttached.

malj The three7digit school code should be entered on'this line. Please

use the/attached school code list to find each school's number code.

Use a 4ifferent Migrant Health Services Form for each school.

am Please enter the month and year the expenses were incurred,--Ae.,

Oct. 81,

.
'.

toglE: The st dent name should be listed with ehe last name irst then a

.

apace, followed by the student's first name.

AISD ID NUMBER: The seven-digit tkISD student i4ntifica,tion nuriber yin 1:e

completed by ORt personnel. -
co

ETHNICIM Please enter the one-digit ethnicity code as taken from the

following list: (1) American Indian (2) Asian or Pacific

Islander (3) Black, not of Hispanic oiigin (4)' Hispanic,

and (5) Anglo, ndt/of Hispanic:origin.

GRADE: The student's current grade in school should be entered.

CONTACT BY THE MIGRANT NURSE: ,This falls into,the three categories listed

below.

1) Regularly.Scheduled Screening. This is a screening or exam given

at a scheduled time at the student's chocil. This would not include,

for example, a scheduled follow-up exam which wag separate from the

scheduled exams given to other members of a student's school.

2) Non-Scheduled Exam. This would include any eicam given by the Migrant

Nurse at the student's school or in the Nurse's office whiCh would

not be classified as a scheduled screening.

3) Handled by Phone. Use the following codes in this category:

' 1 = The NurSe' diagnosewthe problem and takes some actiot by

phone without seeing the student.

2 = Immunization Record Check
3 = Other

Record a "1" in-the column of whichever of the three heaaings is the most

applicable, except if the contact is an Immunizition Record Check

(2) or Oiher (3) under the uandled-by-Phone category.

T.

N-13 267

.1



Attachment N-2 ,

81.26 (continued; page 2 of 4)

PROBLEMS(S): This section is where a listing is made of what'healtH problems

were found. Two types of infoimation are r uested.

(1) 0escription.- Under this column a brief Irerbal descrip-
-tion of the health problem noted for thdt student is

-' listed. Each additional health problem for that student
is listed on succeeding lines.

(2) MSRTS Code. Across from descripion of eath health
problepithe appropriate four-digit MSRTS Code should be
entered. If no.problem was found, enter. 0000. Use 9999
to indicate no -appropriate code was availabre or the code-

' was unknown: Use 1305 to indjicate the studene.i condition
,is ill-defined--a problem exist3, but no diagnosis is

' available4

RESOLUTION BY MIGRANT NURSEf One or more columns under this heading will
generally be completed following each contact
by the Migrant Nurse. There may be some cases

'where none of the actions listed were taken. If

multiple actions are taken for a given column
(for example, two home visits), indicate the
number of occurrences. Otherwise, place a "1"-
under the.proper column (Referred to MD, Referied
to Dentist,1 ome Visit, and Counseling or
Teaching). In the,last column, Parent Contagt,
please enter the following codes as appropriate:
1 = A parent is contätted by phone; 2 F A note

. home to the parent.is sent; and 3 = The parent
4 makes a visit to the Nurse's office.

1

I.

If some unlisted action is taken, write "other"

II

..

-and a description in the "Outcome" column.
Under the referral headings; "W!' means on the
waiting list.

OUTCOME: This column is provided for the $Urse to expaneupon the resolution II

of any contacts with students. Its use is up to the Nurse's
disgression.

COMPLETED 111: This column is provided for the Nurse'econvenience to check
as a case is resolved.

When situations arise tithich are not

Catherine Christner at 458-1227, so
reaohed.

0-

readily recorded on the form, please call
that some agreed-uion solution.can be

,26'd
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81.26,
SCHOOL CODE LISTING

A tachment N-2

( ontinued, page 4 of 4),

This roster identifies schools in code form, using the.co'S listed below.

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS - CODE
*

ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS CODE

Allan
Allison
Andrews

,010. Barrington
Barton Hills
Becker
Blackshear

%

--..

142

101

102

149

103

104
105

St. Elmo
Sanchez
Sims
SuMmitt
Sunset Valley
-Travis Heights
Walnut Creek

136

127

139
138
158.,
140
141

Blanton 106 Webb
.

167

Brentwood 107 Williams 166
Brooke 108 Winn 157
Brown 109 Wooldridge . 152
Bryker Woods 110 Wooten

.
144

Campbell 111 Zavala 145

Casis 112 Zilker 146

Cook 161
Cunningham 113 JUNIOR HIGH S-CHOOLS CODE

DawSon 114 .

Doss 154 Bedichek 054

Govalle 116 Burnet 046

Graham 159 Dobie 055 ,

Gullett

Harris

117

118 Lim:045re

041

Highland Park 119 Maitin 051

Hill A 155 Murchison 052

: Houston 162 0. Henry 047

Jatlin 120 Pearce 048

Langford 4 168 Porter 049

Lee 121

Linder 160 SENIOR HIGH SCHOOLS CODE

Maplewood, 122 A

Mathews 123 . Anderson , 009

Menchaca . 143 '. Austih 002

Metz 124 ,..., Crockett . 008

Norman 150:;- Johnson .(LBJ) 010

Oak Hill 148 'Johnston 003

Oak Springs 125 Lanier 004

Odom .
156 McCallum 005 ,

Ortega 126 ,Reagan . 006

Pease 128 Travis 007

Pecan Springs -129
Pillow 151 OTHER CODE

Pleasant Hill 130.
.

!Read 131, Robbins 4
265

Reilly
Ridgetop

132: i

133

Teenage Parent . , Z59

Rosedale
.

134

' Rosewood 115

e

N-16
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* 81.6

At.tachgent N-3

MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST (Page. 1 of 6)
06/25/81 PAGE 1

CODE 'HEALTH PROBLEM. EH LINKAGES n
1400 AcqipriTs, TRAUMA AND INJURIES
1401 FRACTS. OF SKULL,SPINE,AND Tp1NK '

1402 FRACTS. OF EXTREMITIES
*. 1403 DISLOC, SPRAIN, STRAIN

Af.

1404 LACERATION, OPEN WOUND
1465 BURNS
1406 POISONING-.TOXIC EFFECT
1500 ALLERGIC CONdITIONS TO EXTRANEOUS AGENTS

I 1501 DETERGENTS \

.
1502 OILS AND GREASE i
1503 %SOLVENTS
1504 DRUGS ,

1505 OEMICALS .

1506 FOODS
1507 PLANTS .

6 1508 ANIftALS

1509 ULTRA-VIOLET RADIATION (EXCEPT SUNBURN)
1510 'UNSPECIFIED CAUSE -

1511, ASA ASPIRIN
1512 PENICILLIN
1513 INSECTS - .

.

1514 WAS'P OR BEE STINGS1
1515 -HORSE SERUM

_ ...

1800 COMMUNICATIVE DISORDERS ..

1801 DISORD ARTICULATION-
4 1802, DISORDERS OF VOICE

1803 DISORD LANG. SYMBCILIZAT
1804 DISORD RHyTHM (STUTTER)
1200* CONGENITAL ANOMALIES
1201 . CARDIO-VASCULAR (HEART.DEFECT)
1202 CONGENITAL HIPOSSIB1 MOTOR IMPAIRMENT)

1203 .CLEFT'LIP/PALATE (POSS. SPEECH IMPAIRMENT)

1204 GTH CONGENIT. ANAMOLIES
1205 HERNIA
1206 UMBILICAL:HERNIA

.1207 , NYSTAGMUS
1208 STRABISMUS . ,

. ..

N

1209 HEART MURMUR
1210 FLAT FOOTED
1211 FAILURE TO THRIVE
170.0. DENTA1 HEALTg ;

.

1701 EXTRACTION .
.

1702 FILLINGS
. 1703 PARTIAL ,

1704 DENTURES__
, 1705 BRACES
1706 PROPHYLAXIS
1707 PERMANENT BRIDGE
1708 .ROOT CANAL
1.-709 CAPrIG,

3

292

,

.206
206
206
206

.206
206

206
206
206
206
206'

205 206
206
206
206
206
206
2,06

206
206

204
204
204
204
204

101'206
203
204 '
206
101 206
1a1 206
201
20r

, 205 206

;.jREcEIVED1

.M11- 26 1981

1. ALT7In P1211.1
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CODE

81.26

Attachthent N-3
MSIZTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST (continued, page i of' 6)

06/25/81 PAGE 2 -

HEALTH-PROBLEM

1710 REFERRAL
1711, CAVITIES
1712 FAIlED DENTAL SCREENIN
1713 FLOURIDE SCREENING
1714 'FLOURIDE TREATMENT
1715 FLOURIDE RINSE
1716 DENTAL SCREENIWG
1717 ABSCESS SCREENING
1718 .PULPOTOMY
1719 NEEDS TO SEE ORTHODONTIST
1720 INDIRECT PULCAP
1721 ACID ETCH CROWN
1722 `, ALLOY
1723 ADAPTIC:
1724, 'DENTAL X-RAY\
1725 PERIODENTAL POCKET
1726 INCISION & DRAINAGE
1727 PALATAL COMPOSITE RESTORATION
1728 'CROWN
1729 GUT-SUTURE
1730 SPACE MAINTAINER
1731 UyEITIS
1732 FORMOCRE,SOL PULP
1733 ' GINGIVITIS.
1100 DISEASES OF MUSCULO-SKELETAL SYSTEM
1101,, ARTHRITIS/RHEUMAT4SM 101 201
1102 OTHER DISEASES OF THE MUSCULO-SKELETAL SYSTEM 101 203

EH LINKAGES

RE,CEIVED

AW: 26 sons

LI!' It SCHUCIS

RALI

1103 SCOLIOSIS SCREENING
1104 LEG PERTHES
1105 SCOLIOSIS SCREENING-NEGATIVE
11-06 tORDOSIS SCREENING-
1107
1108
1109
1110

PODIATRIG SCREENING
OSGOOD SCHLATTEn DISEASE
SPINAL SCOLIOSIS
ARTTROGRIPOSIS

1111 ORTHOPEDIC BCREENING
1112 OSTEODARCINOMA.
0400 DISEASES tfp THE-BLOOD FORMING ORGANS
6401 SICKLE CELL AEt1IA
0402 HEMOPHIIIA
0403 LEUKEMIA
0404 ANEMIA
0405 G6YCEMA -

0600 DISEASES 0.F THE CIRCULATORY SYSTEM
06.01 CARDIOVASCULAR D'ISEASES 101
ogz CEREBRAt VASC: ADCIDENT- 206
-0601c. HYPERTENSION 206
004 RHEUMATIC FEVER/RHEUMA-TIC HEART DISEASE 101 206
0605 : OTHER PROBS OF CDRCULA-TORY SYSTO/OTHER HEART 206

101 203 206
101 203 206
101 203 206
101 203 2d6
101 203 2;

0606 SUBCONSUNCTIVA HEMATOMA

N-18
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11.

CODE

,81.26

MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST (continued, page 3 of 6)

06/25/81 /' RAGE 3

HEALTH PROBLEM EH LINKAGES
""+..

0800 DISEASES '07 THE DIGESTIVE'SYSTEM
0801

-0802
0803
0804
0805
0806
0807
0900
0901
0902
0903
0104
0500
0501
0502-
05d3
0504
0505
0506
0507
0508
0509
0510
0511
0512
0513
0514
0515
0516
M517
0518
0519
0520
0521
0522
0523-
0524
0525
526

r

DISEASES 00'-' THE LIVER

GASTROENTERITIS/COLITIS
OTHER PROB OF DIGESTIVE SYSTEM ,

ESOPHAGUS MALFUNCTION
DRAIN PLUGGED SALIVARY GLAND
THRUSH
JAUNDICE

DISEASES OF THE GENITO-URINARY SYSTEM
DISEASES 00 THE KIDNEY/ BLADDER
DISEASES OF GENITAL ORG
OTHER GENITO-URINARY

1

HYDROCELE
DISEASES OF THE NERVOUS SYSTEM
.PARAPLEGIC/QUADRAPLEGIC
BLiND/PARTIALLY BLIND
CATARACT (EXCEPT CONGENITAL)
DEAF/PARTIALLY DEAF
GLAUCOMA
MTR NEURON .DISORDER(INC POST-POLIO)MTR IMPRMNT

OTITIS MEDIA'
OTHER EARyROBLEMS
OTHER EYE PROBLEMS
SPtEECH DISTURBANCES
OTHER DISEASES OF NERV'. SYSTEM/SENSE ORGANS

206

206

206
206
206

101'

201
201
202
201
101
202
202
201
204
206

203
203
203

20

204_206

ORGANIC VISUAL PROBLEM
EINOCULAR VISUAL
REFRACTIVE
HYPEROPIA 201

MYOPIA 201

ASTIGMATISM 201

-NEEDS HEARING--AID 202

NEEDS-GLASSES '201

WEARS GLASSES 201 206

WEARS HEARING AIR 202

REFERRAL 206

.AMSLYOPIA_
CANISOMETROPIA
FAILtD VISION SCREENING TEST 2017-
FAILED HEARING SCREENING TEST 202

0527 'WEARS CQNTACT-LENS
0528 BITING AAILS
0529 NERVOUS STOMACH
0530 CEREBRAL PALSY.
0531 CONGENITAL CATARACT
0532 PINK EYE

' 0533 NEUROFIBROMATOSIS
0534 COLOR.B14NDNESS.
0535 DYSLEXIA
0536 BLEPHARITIS

294

1RECE1VEDf

Alic 26 1981

unu MC NNW;
tilartAtiT



* Attachment N-3
MSRTS HEALTH PROBLEMS LIST .4continued, page 4 of 6) 1

81.26 06/25/81
.

PAGE 4 .

CODE

0537
0538
0700

, 0701
0702
0703
0704
0705
1000
1001
1002
1003
1004

4 1005
1006
1007
1008,
0300
0301
0302
0303
0304
0305
0316
0307
0308
0301, POOR NUTRITIONAL HABITS
2200 EXAMINATION - VISION,DENTAL, HEALTH-+ OTHER

I.
HEALTH PROBLEM

CHA ION
EMMETROPHIA

DISEASES OF THE RESPIRATORY .SYSTEM

EH LINKAGES

ASTHMA 101. 20&
INFLUENZA AND PNEUMONIA , 206
UPPER RESP. .INFECT6N,'COLD, SORE THROAT, ETC. 20,6

OTHER RESPIR. DISEASES 206'

CHEST PAINS
DISEASES OF THE SKIN-SUBCUTANEOUS TISSUE

IMPETIGa 206

SCABIES .206

RINGWORM 206
DERMATITIS .206
ECZEMA 206
OTHER PROBLEMS aF SKIN/ SUBCUTANEOUS,TISSUE 206.

INGROWN TOE .NAIL

WARTS
ENDOCR.INE, NUTRITIONAL AND METABOLIC DISEASES
DIABETES MELLITUS 101 205 206

MALNUTRITION/DEH/DRATN 10 205 206_

OBESITY 205
OTHER ENDOCRINE NUTRIT/METABOLIC PROBLEMS 205 206

HYPOGLYCEMIA .

HYPERACTIVE
HsASHIMOTO STRUMA
ABSCESS CELLULLTIS INFtCTION

2201 AUDIO EXAMS
2202 MCT-VISION SCREENING
2203 VISION SCREENING
2204 TWO HR POST PRANDIAL GIUCOSE TS7
2205 !OFFICE VISIT
2000 HEALTH. PROBLEM SAMPLE
2001 .HEALTH PROBLEM SAMPLE-
a100 INFECTIVE AND PARASMO DISEASES
010.1 DIPTHERIA
..0102 COCCIDIOIDOMYCOSIS
0103
0104
0105
0106
0107
0108
0109
,0110
0111
0112
0113
0114

II

I.

\Recenrso
1.,t'

, AtiG
26-101

III

Om malt: mom
,

nom nava

DIARRHEA 206
SALMONELLA OR SHBGELLA 206

HEPATITIST 206

MEASLES
MUMPS
PEDIGMLOSIS 206
PERTUSSIS
RUBELWGERMAN MEASLES)
VENtREAL DISEASE 206

TRACHOMA. 201 206

TUBERCULOSIS, PULMONARY-ACTIVE 101 205 206

TUBERCULOSIS; FULMONARY-INACTIVE , 206 .

N-20



CODE'

0115
0116
0117
0118
0119
0120
0121
0122
0123
0124
0125
0126
0200
0201
0202
9900
1600
1601
r602
1603
1604
1605
1606
1607
1608
1609
1610
1611
1612
1613
1614
1615
1616
A617
1 61 8

,1619
1900
1901
1902
1903
1904
19.05
1906
1997
1'018

! 1300
1301
130-2

1303
1304

81.26

Attachment 4-3

MSRT,S HEALTH PROBLEMt LIST (continued, page 5 of 6)

06/25/81 PAGE 5

.HEALTH PROBLEM

TUBERCULOSIS, REACTOFi
TUBERCULOSIS, EXTR-.

TUBERCULOSISi OTHER
STREPTOCOCCAL INFECTNS
OTHR INFECTIVE,PARAS1T
ATHLETP.S FOOT
CHICKEN PDX
CAPITIS
MENINGITIS
MALARIA
SCARLET FEVER
HEMOPURPURA

NEOPLASMS''
MALIGNANT .

BENIGN
SENZITIVE DATA
SUPPLEMENTARY CLASSIFICATION

/ CONVERTER
,PULMONARY

O.

HEALTH-SUPRVISIDN '

pHysIcAL EVALUATION
IMMUN'tZATIONS
AMPTTATION
X-RAY .

EEG ELECTROENCEPHALOGRAM
TETANUS S.-10T.
MEDICATION PRESCRIBED
HEALTH REFERRAL
EMERGENCIES
ANTIBIOTIC8
CHEST X-RAY
.IMMUNIZATIONS REFUSED
BREAST EXAMINATION
HEMOGLOBIN .

HEMATOCRIT
COMPLETE BLOOD COUNT
CHEMOTHERAPY

EH .LINKAGES

206
206
-206
206
206

206.

206

206
206
206
101 203 206
206

rRECEIVED
I

AUG 26 198? I

AUSTIN PUBLIC S6IIUOtt

MIGRANT PROCRA4,

ALOPECIA AREOLA
SURGERY t$

TONSIO.ECTOMY 206

ADENOIDECTOMY
T AND. A

.206
206

MYRINGOTOMY e*"
2-06

MYRINGOTOMY BILATERAL 206

APPENDECTOMY 206

TYMPANOPLASTY 286.

CYSTOSCOPY 206-

SYMPTOMS, ILLNESSESDEFINED CONDITIONO
CONVULSIVE pISORDERS 206

HEADACHE 206

INFESTATIONS, MITES. 204

IWESTAT/ONS, TICKS - 206

N-21
296 '



Attachment N-3
M8RTS.HEALTH PROBLEMS IIST' (amtlnued, page' 6 of 6)

81.26. 06/25/81 PAGE 6

11

LINKAGES .CODE
1

HEALTH PROBLEM EH

1305 OTHER ILL-DEFINED COND. 206
1306 EPILEPSY 101
1307 ENLARGED TONSILS . 206
1308 NOSE BLEED
210.0 WOMEN INFANT CHILDREN WIC

41

s'

TOTAL HEALTH PROBCEMS = 255.

206f

ii

I.

04 ..11

CE1VED

26 pm

jAUSTIIIPUBUC4C110111

'

3

1
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FILE ID A IR/U

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR: 1981-82

CARD FILE LAYOUT
9

LgCATION:

V/AISD

Page ,1 of 2

UT PF.-

acct. pass. file name

CONTENTS:" Migrant Health Services Form

Field Columns Description

.
1-3

_.

File Ip = ARU . -.
,

5-7

.

. .
4

School Code .
.

...

9-12 Date of monthly.report: Sept.'81 = 0981; Oct.'81 = 1081; Npv. '81 = 1184
..

Dec.'81 = 1281; Jan.'82,= 01824 Feb.'82 = 0282; March '82 = 0382;"April'82 = 0482:

.

i

May '82 = 0582 .
.

14-33

,

.

.

Student Name (List Name space First Name)

.35- 41 AISD Student ID

43-43 EthnicitY: 1 ='American Indian; 2 = Asian/Oriental; 3 = Black; 4 = Hispanic;

:5 L. Anglo ,

, .45-46

.

Grade: Pre-K-= -1; K = 00;. 1= 01; 2= 02-c:etc.- -.
.

48-48 Regularly Scheduled Visit (Screening) : 1 or Blank

50-50'
...,

NO:I-Scheduled Exam; 1 or Blank _

' 52-52
.

.Handled by Phone: 1 $ 2 3 or Blank.$4 $ . o
.

54757

,

MSRTS Code: 4.74git problem code
s.

.

2 9 8



FILE ID A R U.

PROGRAM: Title I Migrant

YEAR:
1981-82

CONTENTS:

au

CARD FILE LAYOUT

-Migrant Health Services Form (coritt.)

Par 2
LOCATION:

L/AISD .

UT PF

acct. pass. file name

_Field Columns Description '

59-59

,

Referred to MD:'1 or Blank

- 61-61 Referred to Dentist: 1 or Blank .

63-63 Home Visit: 1 or Blank 1 .

.

65-65
,..

, .

Counseling or Teaching: 1 or Blank .

'

1f
67-61- .

.....-- -, . .

Other Resolution: 1 = Psychologist/Counselor; 2 = Public Health Department;

3 = Regular School Nurse; '4 = AISD Vision/Hearing Technician; 5 = Speech
,

-

,

Therapist; 6 = LST (Local Support*Jeam); 7 = OT/I4;or blank
. ..

.

.
.

69-69 Parent Contact: 1 = Phone Call; 2 = Note to Parent; 3 = Office Visit by Parent:

. or Blank
,

,

.

.
,

.

,

3 ima ill rim

_
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MIST! N INDEPENDENT SCHOOL D'ISTP ICT
OFCIC F OF RESEARth AND EVAI UAT.10.1

MIGRANT l'FAL TH SERVICES AND MEDICAI / DEN Al
FXPENSE. PONTIILY REPORT

SEP TENOER I 1981

b

STUDENT CONTACTS 1 RESCLUTION OF PROBLEMS

PAGE 1

1

,

PFFK

7

3

4

5

6

7

8

10

11

12

VITAL

3t)

1RFG
ISCHED ism-in
1CX AM ,

1

65

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

I

1

0

',,,o
__....,.L

(
68 *1

,

',I

1 NEN

IsExte4
1 1

2

3

5

2

2

2

2

0

0

-1 '

1

0

0 .

,_ 1
' 1

70 1

1

1PHONE
(con-
!TACT

71LICKILADAIE__111IMILIDAIE

I

4

3

3

5

2

2

5

6

'2

- .il
. 1

40 I

...k_

1 TCT-Al.
I.PPOBLMIPaonulconTCT
1THIS

98

11

2

7

2

7

0

t 1

2

3

',180
,. i

1 TOT AL

1 Tn.

100.,

a

2

7

8

, t3

5

7

15

2

. I

P11 I

.1

IT OTAL 1

1T1IIS ..1

67

'..7

7

5

2

, 4

7

2'

7

5

6

7

2

127 I

.1

.1
TCT AL.

1CONTCTI'
TO

1.

68

8

7

5

2

6

7

2

4

5

8

2

1 14 I

-.A

.
1 REF ERDIREf

TO

1 'MD.

2.

4

8

5

7

5

3,

2

2

2

6

2

2
la _1

I

.48 1

.1

LEELEBS_Ig_III1S_MIli_LILIL/1_
ERN

I 0AI
I ODS

22

3

. 0

0

2

4

1 I

I.
Ir I
i

POPP
1 VISIT
1

1

0

0

1

0

2

.

0

0

0

4 I

...l..

ICOUNSE
I f
IT EtsCH
1-

75

3

' 0

o'

2

0

2

3

0

0

I I

s ' 8f 1

....L.

1REFERDI
1 10
1 GT1IER

1 - 1_

1

0

1

0

'0

0

0

.1

I

.1

1 1

-.. 4_

PARENT
IP1IUNE
1

.._1

6

3

1

3

0

4

'2.

2

4

3

7

3

40

CCNT
i NUIC. '10F1--ICE
I

1

n

0.

0
,

0

0

o

0

0

0

0

O

I

ACT ,

1V1S IT
1

.7
I.

5

2

2

0

. 0

l ! 2

1

1

I 21

30,3
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m
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AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
OFFICE OF NESEARCH AND EVALLATICN

.........

- __ ....

MIGRANT I-FALTI- SFPVICES AND MimIC / DENTAL
EXPENSE KINTHLY REPORT

SEPTEMBER, 0'51

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS SERVED 7HIS MONTH IS _2t

NUMBER OF SCHCO1S SERVED TO DATE IS _22

UNDUPLICATED COUNT CF NIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS SERVED THI1 MONTH IS _In

UNDUPLICATED COUNT OF MIGRANT PRCGRAM STUCENT5 SERVED TO DATE IS

,

PAGE 2

-

',.

UNDUPLICATED COUNT IAD 31 OF CURRENT MIGRANT PROGFAM STUDENTS SERVED THIS MONTH IS __lit 1_1fiLlill
.

,,
.

.
. .

_ __

UNDUPLICATED COUNT (AND leisf2F -cURPENT MIGRANT PROGRAM STUDENTS SERVED TO DATeT.__Aa. 1_154.50.S1

ha
.ch

4111 ,
AA-

:.1 .sek.A
MEDICAi. / DENTAL HILLS RECVD

Edkilkin i TO-DATE"
MONTH I

L -" - ,.....L.

1 .1.-.%-'.1

DOCTORS $560.00 $560.00
.

DENTISTS $416.00 ' $416.00.

PHARMACt 302.85 $82,85

x',RAYS $0.00

LAB $0.00, $0.00

GLASSTS .$15?.00 $253.00

TOTAL $131I.E5 $1311.45

on EN MI rim mirn

fel
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Q.

APPENDIX 0

MIGRANT °MEDICAL_ EXPiNSES.. FORM-
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81. 26

%sr

Instrument Description: Migrant Medical Expenses Form

rr-

31.ef descrintion of the instrument:

This form provides for the collection of the following information on a monthly
basis about the medical/dental bills paid for from Migrant Program funds: name,
grade, ID, and school of the student served, plus space for listing the amount of

NFhe doctor (or dsatist, pharmacy, x-ray, lab, glasses) bill received and a space to
indicate a code far which doctor, etc. provided the service.

11

To whom was the instrument administered?

The fbtorwas completed by the Migrant Program Nurse or her secretary.

Acta man y. times was the instrument administered?

Thd fores were kept on a monthly basis.

%hen vas the instrument adste*ed?

'monthly, from ieptember, 1981 through May,1.98;.

%here.vas the instrument ae-14stated?
. 111.0M,PMANA

In'the Migrant Pregram Nurse's office or other location of her choice.

Who administered che instrument?
0

)
,

The form was completed/by the Migtant,Program Nurse Or her Secretary..

-
5hae-traimine did the administrators have?

Written.instructions were prçrd.d.

%as the instrunent ad steted under standardized ocnditions?

,

Not applicable.

Were there oroblams with the instrumeneor the administratitn that nieht
iffect the validity of the data?

eijone Were identified.

develooed the instrunint?

The form was modified from 1980-81 by the Migrant Program Nurse and the Evaluator
to better sult both persons' needs.

A

What reliabilltv and validitv data are availibla om the instrument?

None..

Ara there norm dace available for interzrecita the results?

0=2
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81.26

MIGRANT MEDICAL EXPENSES FORM

a Purpose

The Migrant Medical Expenses Form was completed by the Migrant Nurse in

order to obtain information relevant to the following decision,and

'evaluation qeustions:

Decision Question D3. Should the Health Services Component be

continued as it is, modified, or deleted?
4 4

Evaluation Question D3-1: Were ehe component's objective's met?

Evaluation Question D3-2: What services did Migrant Program

students receive?

Evaluation Question D3-3: How many Migrant Program pfUdents

(by grade and ethnicity) were, served by the Migrant Nurse?

Li
' Procedure

The Migrant Medical Expenses Form WaS developed in 1977 by the Migrant

Program Evaluator and the Migrant Nurse. It was designed to gather

information concerning: a) the.amount of Migrant Program money spent each.

month for health -services, and b) the type of expenditures'made. The Migrant

Nur0, requested this year additional information be added. She wanted

to know whiCh doctor, dentist, lab, etc. provided the services. Therefore,

the form was changed to meet this need (aee Attachment 0-1). The directions

for completion of the form ate in Attachment 0-2. The Medical Expenses

codes Used are in Attachment.0-3,

The data were coded and keypunched on a monthly.basis in ihe card file layout

in Attachment 0-4. The data are stored on file MG-MED82. See Appendix N

for information about the enthly report produced few the Nurse on program

health services and medicarexpenses.

Results
,

Evaluation Question D3-1. Were the componentle objectiyes tet?

'The discussion of the attainment of the objective is in Appendix N. There

were no specific objectiv,es related to the expenditure of monies for medical

expenses.

Evaluation Question D3-2. Mhat serviOes, did Migrant Program students receive?



81.26

In Figure 0-1 are presented the type of expenditures by'month, and number of
students served September through May. Dental bills accounted for over half
of the money spent. Across all .monthp and types of expenditures, an average
of$62.46 was spent per stUdent.

The figures on dental expenses alone are presented in Figure 0-2. One hun7
dred thirty-one students had some dental expenses paid for, with an average
of$103.48 spent per student.,

Evaluation Question D3-3. How many Migrant Program students (by grade and
ethnicity) were served by the Migrant Nurse?

so%

As can be noted from Figure 0-3, 235 students in all had medical/dental
bills paid for out of Migrant Program funds. Pre-K students had the most
bills paid. Only five students who had bills paid were not of Hispania backi.
ground. All five were Black. Preventative health/training was the main
reason for the focus on the pre-K students.

Miscellaneous

In Figure' 0-4 are,presented some comparisons between the 1981-82 Medical --1*),

Expenses data and that of previous years. This year the average spent per
student was less than each of the previous years reported. Please note all
comparisons are September through April (since May data were not available
from previous years). Also less was spent in 1981-8, than in 1979-80 and-
1980-81. The number of students who had bills paid decreased from the
1980-81 level, but wae higher than the other years reported.

HI
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EXPENDITURES

Month

Septembee

October

November

December

January

February

March

April

May

.

.

'Duplicated Count

of Students Served
L---.1-----.------

.

. .

..,

33

40 ,

40

23 ''

43

34
.

65

63
.

64
.

.

M.D.
----- -------------,---..---

.

$ 560.00

780.00

700%00

416.00

613.00

1,338.50-

1,005.00

711.00

. ,

. Dentist Pharmacy
-.. --------

-P
$ 8205 .

124.75

92.14

31.52

36.69

44.24

118.52

148.73

53.06

..,

X-Ray
---------

-o-

-0-

-0-

-0-

-,.0-' r

-0-

265.50

174.00

129.00

Lab

-0-

17.00

-0-

'-i4.6.00

56.00

38.00

,c.

qp.00

57.00

95.0 0:

:

Classes
-

$ 253.00,

716.00

508.0

132.0,o'

- 400.00

150. 00
.

'436.00

294.00

528.00

'.' ,

Total Spent.
----- ----*.:---

$ 1,311..05

2 230:73 .

. t

1;774.14

1-,434.52

, 3,118.69

2,429.74 .
. .

4,202.52

3,457.33

5,338.06

'Average Spent
Per. Student

------,--

$ 39.75
..

55.77

I I

44.35

62.37

72.53

,

. '
71.46

64.65 .

54.88

83.41
-

$ 416.00

593.00

1

474.00

707.00

2,008.00

1,722.00

116.00

1,778..

3,822.00

.

)

.

TOTAL 405' :$6,604.00 $13,536.60 $732.48 $568.50 1439.00 '$3,417.00

,

$ 25,297.58 $ 62.46

Figure 0-1. SUMMARY OF HEALTH SERVI6ES EXPENDITURES BY MONTH FORiSEPTEMBER, 1981 - MAY, 19824

4.

tr

3 3 11
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ri

A

Month NUmber of Students

'Served

Average,Spent
Per Student

September 5 $ 83.20

October 5 . 118.60

November 9 52.66

December 5 141.40

January 14 144.85

February 15 114.80

Mardh 21 96.00

'April 21
. .

84.69
01,

, May 36 .
106.16

t 1 131,, $103.48

Figure 0-2. MONTHLY SUMMARY OF NUMBER OF STUDENTS AND AN AVERAGE SPENT
PER STUDENT ON DENTAL BILLS pAID FOR BY MIGRANT.PROGRAM
FUNDS (September through May).

1
.

II

.1
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DUPLICATED UNDUPLICATED

'GRADE COUNT ,050-11t

PreK 53 . 32

K 47, 26

1 34 ?5
,

-2 31 19

3 36 .18 !

4 .34 19

5 33 21

6 s: 14, 11

7 ,27 13

8 15 7.

9 30 15-

10 22 .12

11.. 18, 10

TOTAL 405 235 °-

gaim-

API

/

Figure 0-3. NUMBER OP MIGRANT STUDENTS BY GRADE LEVEL WHO HAD MEDICAL
OR DENTAL EXPENSES PAID FOR BY THE MIGRANT PROGRAM (FOR

SEPTEMBER, 1981 MAY, 1982).



. 1978-79
0

1,1979-80 198041- 1981-82.

MONTHS IN WHICH MOST ..
BILLS WERE RECEIVED

Npvember, January,

February, April

Nover&r, January,
February, April

NoveMber, January,

February, March

January, February,
March, Apkil --.,

NUMBER OF STUDENTS'

.(DUPLICATED'COUNT)

SERVED FROM SEPTEMBER
THR0UGH APRIL.

212 249

.

463'

.

r
1

341.

TOTAL FUNDS EXPENDED
SEPTEMBER 'THROUGH

APRIL 1

$15,165.28
.

(

\

$20,629.68
'

:

$32,754.62 $19,999.52

AVERAGE SPENT PER STU-
DENT (DUPLICATED COUNT),
SEPTEMBER THROUGH APRIL 71.53

.

$ 82.85 $ -4-- 10.74

.
, ,- .

..

PERCENT OF FUNDS SPENT
ON DENTAL EXPENSES 63%

. .

9.Z.:
72% 49%

. .

,

Figure,0-4. COMPARIpON$ OF EXPENDITURES OF MIGRANT PROGRAM FUNDS FOR MEDICAL/DENTAL 8ILLS FOR 1978-19-,

THROUGH'1981-82: ALL FIGURES ARE'BASED'ON-SEPTEMBER THROUGH APRIL.

,

pm Imo Immo lome imp soms Elm Ow ipm mg Imml:
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c.

'Attachment 0-2.

(Page 1 oP 3)

INSTRUCTIONS: MIGRANT NEDICAL EXPENSES FORM

This form should be completed on a monthly basis and sent through the
gchool mail to Catherine Christner, Administration Building, Box 79.
la addition,tothe directions below, an example is attached.

LEE: Please enter the month andagar the expenses were incurred.; i.e.,

May 81. ;4111,

The student name should be listed with last name first then a
space, followed by the student's.first name.

The seven-digit AZSD student .identification number will be completed
. by ORE personnel.

SCHC9L:

GRADE:

DOCIM:
DENTIST:

The three-digit school code should be entered in this column.

Please use attached school code list to find each school's

number code

The student'S current grade in school should be entered

altatED

La
GLAssEs:

Doctor and Dentist are both.completed in the same fash4on.
Each column has a dotted line separating fhe gólumn into iwo
halves. In the first half -- a two-digit code is entered,lor
.the' doctor (Or'dentist) from whom the bill was received. In

the second half of the column, the dollars'and gents amount of
the bill received should be entered. . .

Pharmacy, %Ray, I,ab,.and Glasses are a4 completed in the same

fashion. Each column has a dotted line/separating the column

into two halves. In the first half -- a one-digit code is

entered for the pharmacy or x-ray, lab, or klasiep) where the

bill originated. In the egond half of the column, the dollars
and cents imount of the b 11 received should be entered.-

1.101ess it is helpful for your purposes, there iS no need tb enter bills
received on the Migrant liealth Services Form, since the referral should'.

already be.on there. , .

The Migrant.Nurse should send a listing of the codes assiined and
the assignees-for the last six items. As the year4rogresSes, if
additional doctors, dentists, etc., are added please assign them a

code number. Please advise Catherine Ghristner of anyghangei or.
.additionsmide. .

/

Note:

u.
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AmpLL
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.DATE crt '81 ,

MIGRANT MED !CAL -EXPE.NS ES FORM 1981
4,

- 82
.

.

,.

HA IS I ILAST FIRSTI I D

t
SCHOOL

-
GRADE DOCTOR

_

DENTIST PHARMACY ERA Y

,.

LAN 0 LASSO

lirre, na no. nu54111 00 0/ eci 0 (c .$a5.00 I ta6.os .
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,

.

I a to Oca 0 1 AIT.e0 0 4 '41i4.co
.

.I'llotth3 sghittet
,

10 1 TK
.05

-

iitS.00

0 a.
1

sao0.00l
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81.26 SCHOOL CODE LISTING

Attachmenf 0-2
(continued, page 3,of 3) II

II

t

This roster identifies schools in code form, using the codes liated below.

ELEMENTARY SCHOdLS CODE, ELEMENTARY.SCHOOLS
.

*Allan
Allison,
Andrews

Barrington
Barton Hills
Becker
Blackshear

,

Blantlin
.

Brentwood

:
. ,

142
101
102

149
103
104
105

.: 1067

107

St: Elmo
Ranchez
Sims.

Summitt'
Sunset Valley
Travis Heights '

Walnut Creek
Webb 1

Williams .

Brooke os Winn ''

Brown 109 Wooldridge.
.

Bryker Woods 1111 0 Wooten
Campbell 1 Zavala
Casis 112 Z.ilker

COok 161

, CUnningham 113 JUNIOR HIGH SCROGLS
Dawson 114

Doss .

Govalle

154
116

Bedichek.

Burnet -..:,,

Graham 159 Dobie ,.._

GUlfett 117 Fillmore

Harria 118 LaMar
Highland Park 119 Martin
Rill ',=' 155 MUrchison

Housun 162 0:. Henry

Joslin. 120 Pearce .:.

Langford 168 Porter

Lee 121
SEN/bR HIGH SCHOOLS.. Linder 160

Maplewood 122

Mathews' - ,123 AndeiSon' 4

Menchaca . 147 AUstin
Metz 124 Crocketp,I.

Norman
Oiri Hill

150
148

Johnson.,(LBJ).

Johnston

Cak Springs 125 Lanier ;

Odom 156 McCall-Um ,Z..,

Ortega 126 Reagan ,

,,., #

Pease 128 Travis

Pecan Springs 129

Pillow 51 OTHER
.Pleasant Hill 130

:4444 131 % Robbins

Reilly 132 Teenage Parent

Ridgetop 133

Riosedale 134

Rosewood 135

CODE

.

II_

136
.127,

'--..139 II

138

158,.

140 II
141

167

166.
II

. '157
152

144

145 II
,

146'
,.

CODE II

054'=:.,..

046

05.5*- -.1._

043
045,,,.

51
052-,

1

047 's
.II048 ..

,

049

CODE
.

,

009
002 .,

- 008

010

003

004
005,

007'

CODE:

265

259
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MEDICAL.EXPENSES CODES

.DOCTORS

Eastside Pediatric§ = 01
,Travis Children's Clinic = 0.2

ItcNabb,& Young (Eye) =G3

Dr. Rex Repass 04
A C. H. McQuistion = 05

O. B. Jackson = 06
Mitthel Wong = 07
Drew Sawyer =.08
.,brris Polsky = 09
Bruce McDonald = 10
Lyle Koen = 11
Robert Castle = 12

Austin Ent Clinic =

PHARMACY,'

Eckerd's North = 1
Eckerd's,South,= 2

13

4,

Travis Children's Clinic'= 2
Capital.Radiology Assoc. = 3
Radiology,Consultants = 4
Austin Radiological Assn. = 5'

fri

-Attchment 1J-3

.

DEgTIST,

Ross ='20 -

Tae, White, Hale = 21
Harlan = 22:
George Shia = 23

Kenneth Bltdworth = 24

or

GLASSES

South Austin,Optical 7,1
Garrett's Optical
TSO - Capital Plaza = 3
David Starnes = 4

LAB
-

-0

EaStside Labik!=

Travis Chifareeg Clinic = 2*
Austin EEG Lab =:3''
Clinic Pathology Lab = 4

k

.
45

,
,

322
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FILE 11 A It / W.

.PROCRAM: Title I Migrant

.YEAR: .1981'82

CONTENiS:

S.

-CARD, FILE LAYOUT

.

,Migrant Medical Expenses Form.-'

Page 1 of2

LOCATION:

A%isp A46. /14 e o

UT TF t I-,...- . ,_ _._,__

pass :. file nmme , .

e. O

Field Columns

. . ,
. .

* , Description a

1-3 File ID = Ali ¼

1
.

Date of Monthly Report: Sept. '81 = 0981;,Oct.' '81 = 1.084 Nov. '81

,

=_1181;4-7

Dec. 181 = 1281; Jan. 182 = 0182; Feb. 182 = 0282; March '82 =0382 D

April '82 =0482; May 182 =0582

8-27
'.-

Student Name (Last Name space First Name) .

28-34
.

AISD Student ID .

.

.

35-37
r

.

School Code
.

38-39 Grade: Pre-K = - K = 00; 1 = 01; 02; etc.

40-44
i

Doctor: Amount or Blank

. .

A 45-46
..

DocEor: Two-diOt code listed or Blank
.

.

47-51 Dentist: Apiount or Blank
.

.

52-53

,

Dentist: Two-laigit code listed or Blank
,

54-58

.

Pharmacy: Amount or Blank
.

.

C 59 )

, .

Phaimacy: One-digit code listed or Blank Crl'i

MI MI MI UM i n. MI MI MI MI .11,

-,.
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'PROGRAM: Title-I Migrat

YEAR: 1981-82

CONTENTS.: Migrant Medical Expenses Form
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AItly MG-MED82

UT PF

.Page 2 (42

acct. pass." file name

Field COlumns
. Dei3criptfon

. : ,

. 60-64 X-Ray: 'Amounter Blank . .
. .

D

.

65 k-Ray; Ong-digit code listed, or Blank
.

.
.

65-70 Lab: Amount or Blank
.

',

E 71 Labl, Onedigit -code listed- or 'Blank'

72-76

_

Glaases: Amount or Blank

.

.

.

,
.

.

,F 77 Glagses: One -4igit 'Code liited or Blank

. .

.
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.
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Instrument Description: Parent Advisory Council Records .

3riaf deecription of the instrument:

The karint AdvisOry Council records included districtwide and local.PAC
attendance forms and /agenda. The information was gathered at 2AC meetings.

TO whazaiiiS the instrument administered?

Persans attending/AC meetingi filled in the,attendance forms; agendas conce9ed
those Meetings.

lkimramw times Was the instrument administered?

Pace at each PAC meeting.

When was the insirument administered?,

During PAC meetings. .

Where was the instrdment administered?

At sites of PAC;meetings.

Who adninistared 'the instrument?

Cammunity representatives or other localcampus contact persons were
responsihle for seeing-that parents signed attendance,forms and foi
agenda for each,meeting.

What.tradmftq did the admiastrators hava?
,

The natded inforMation was discdssed_with community representetives at t meeting
early in the schOoLyear.

sending in an

yti the instrument-

No..

dninistered under standardized conaiiinns?"

Wars there mroblems ith the instruhent or the admstration ,that ni:ht
affect the validity of the data?

No.

, A

Who 'developed the instrument?

The Office of. Research and EViluation:,

What ririabilitv and validity data are aysilable.on tha instrunent?,

Non,.

Ara there norm dati availabia-for internretinz,the reaults?

NO.

..,-
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, PARENT ADVISORY COUNCIL RECORDS'

PurpOse
0

Title.'

Information from local and Districtwide.PACmeeting agendai and attendance

forms.was used to Answer the following decision and evaluation-questions

from the Title I Evaluation Design for 1981-82.

Decision Question D6: Should the Title I Parental Involvement Compo-

nent' be modified?, If so, how?

Evaluation Question 1)6-1. Werethe objectives, of the Parental

Involvement Component met?
. .

Evaluation Question 1)6-2. Did attendance at Districtwide and

localliAC meetings improve over the 1980 -81,schoOl year?

Evaluation Question'D6-3. int; many Districtwide and lodal PAC

meetings were held between JuJ1 1, 1981 and June 30, 19821 .

a

TITLE I MIGRANT

Xecision Question- D4: Should the 'Parental Involvement Component be

continued aa it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation_Question 1)4-1. Were the componentrs objectives met?.
_

-

Evaluation Question 1)4-2. How many DistrictwAde.and'local PAC'

meetings and traViing sessions were held beti4een August 1, 1981

and April 30, 1982?

Evaluation Question 04-3. Did more parents (registered in the,

Migrant Program) attend local and Districtwide PAC meetings and

training sessions during 1981-82 than they did during 1980:-81?

Procedure

-The legislation creating Title I reqUires that each participating school

within a project must.elect aeleast eight persons.to serve as the sChool's

Title I Parent Advisory Council (PAC). In Oraer to monitot theestablishblent

of PACs, the Title Land Migrant Program Evaluafions'collected several types

9f data.

......

."' P-3

329



81.26

At the beginning of the school.year, each Title I/Migrant Program principal
was coatacted about PACs.' A:Title //Migrant ProgAm PAC cpntaceperson
was assigned fot each school by the Principhl. This contact person was
responsible.for sending all agendasx minutes, and siga-in,sheets to the
Parental.Involyement Specialist (this is true only at the elementary level).
Since in past years, thesiga-ia sheets have frequently.been illegible, a
PAC Meeting Roll Sheet (see Attachment 13-1) was developed by the Title I
Evaluation staff for use at the PACs at both the local-campus and district-
wide level. 'The Pareatal Involvement Specialist waeresponsible for O011ect-
ing this information at the Elementary Districtwide.PAC:

Due to less stringeat regulations, the Migrant Program was not required to
haVe local-campus PACs, except where there weie large numbers of stu4nts.
(over 40) being served by a Migrant Program teacher. At these caliouses, there
was also a Title I Program, so in.all cases these were joint PACs. Based on
parent suggestions, the Districtwide PAC was separated into an Elementary
Titlit I/Migrant PAC and a Secondary Migrant Program PAC. It was felt the
needs of the secóndary parents would be better served in this fashion. Rather
than having local campus PACs at the eeéondary level, all school were combined
in one Secondary Districtwide PAC. The Secondaiy Migrant Coordinator was
responsible for gatheiling the rosters, agendas,. Minutes, etc. He mailed these
to the Migrant Evaluaeor. The PAC Meeting Roll Sheet.was used.

Periodically the PAC information gathered by the Parental Involvement Special-
ist and the Secondary Migrant Coordinator, was sent to dRE. T,hese records
form the bases for this appendix. The nuMber of meetings and the namber of
parents in attendance were tallied by hand. The meeting agendas and minutes
were eXamined to detetmine which were PAC meetings and which were\parentl.training
sessions. See Attachment B.-2 for the definition used to determiae which
meetings were training sessions.

.

A total of 28 Title I or Title_I/Migrant.Ttogram andthreelegrant .Program-
local campus PACs wereestablished.

\.

The results reported in this men ii shduld,be inteijored With caution for
the following easoas:

Z. The de rmination of whic nssions Were PAC meetings, parent-training
eession, or PIA meetings contains, a degree ofsubjectivity.

2. The attendance fbrms frequently did not have the proper status check
(parent, 'staff, guest) ofpersone listed, thereon. The AISD Staff
Directory was used to make the determ*zation

1

oi? status when possible.

3. In soMe cases, the schools hodskits or programs performed by thiir .

uppaii grades prior to PAC meetings, so the sNdents Signed-in along
with their,parents. The Title / evaluation Oisistant was able to
eliminate some of the students from the lists cfparents by matChing
names found on the*PAC Meeting,,Poll Sheet datedbefbre or after.the
perforMances.

'`



81.26

Results

Results are reported separatelY for each iirogkam.

Title i

Evaluation Question D6-1. Were the Objectives of the Parental Involvement,

Component met? .

'Results are given separately-for each objective.

,

. A minimum of one parent training session* for the Districtwide'PAC members

will be held during the 1981-82 school year. It may,be in conjunction

with the Districtwide PAC meetings.

This objective was met. A total of two training sessions were held at..

Diitrictwide PAC meetings.

. A minimum of one parent training session will fieteld on each Title I

campus during the 198142 sohdbl year. It maye held in conjunction

with the _local PAC meeting.

This objective was not_met. Only 20.of the 28 Title I campuses hel4

training sessions,,with a total attendance of 299 Title I parents. 4

'total'of 30 ttaining sessions were held at these 20,schools.

. A minimum of two staff.development'sesaiOns,will"be held by the title I

and Title I Vigrant instructional .coordiaatOrs or the cOmmunity repre-

sentativetand/or he campus PAC:contactpersons4

This objective was met.. The first staff development session occurred *11,

.early,August.and.the_second was,held_Janugry 14-15._.
! .

.

Evaluation question D6-2. Didattendance at Distriptwide and local PAC

meetings improve over the 1980-81 school year?

-Last year (1980-81) the records indl%ated that a total of 1158 Title I

_parents attended local and districtwide PAC meetingi and workshops'. The

attendance records indicate duplication in total attendance: many parents

ate .dounted more than'once in the total. Fbr 1981-82, this duplipated'

total was 70,4. -Hence, attendance was seen:to drop from.last year.

A total attendance of 294 parents vas recOrded for.the 20 PAC workshops and

training sessions. As seen in figure P-3-,'some schools had alarge number

of parents in-attendance (notably Harris with:52 parents, Heti With 50,#td

Linder with 38.parents), when compared to:pther sphools.'

-Evaluation Question D6-3. How many Districtwide and local PAC meetings

were held between July 1, 1981 and June,30, 1982?

As shown in Figure P-1; a total of 89 local Title I PAC-meetings wde held

,-"IlitITSD that directly involve& regular Title I parents. A total of eight

Elementary Districtwide PAC mettitgs we're Weld. One parochial.sahooLTAC

meeting was also held. .331
P.7.5
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Title I Migrant .

Evaluation Question 1)4-1. Ware the Component's Objectives met?
,

,

' -a) Local PACS: l) By October; wl, a loc.al PAC-is to be establishediov a
campus in which 75 or more students are to be serued by a TitZe I Regular
and/or a Tiil. IHMigrant pi,ogram.or project. A minimum of three meetings
are to

44 -i*?ei

e in 1981-82. A local PAC.will be considered established
if a mee ng has been held and the'required number ofmembers has been

.elected. 2) For a.campus wherein More than 40 but less than 75 studinte.
.... ,

will be served under TitZe IRegUlar and/Or thdEgrant Ptogram, the
'District will establisha' PAC. ,A local PAC Will be considered established
if a meeting'has been held and the required number ofmembers has been
elected. .3) A campus PAC is not required for.omy caMpue being served .

with Titte I in which not more than one full-time equivalent Title I
staff member will be assigned and in Ohich not more than 4t1 students
participate in the.Title I Regular and/or Migrant .a,Ogram.

;

Injigure 1071 are presented the-data for thelocal-campus PACs. All schools
established a PAC, even though DawSon and Webb only had one meeting each. .

All campuses except Brown, Webb, Rosewood, and Dawson elected officers onI.
dates underlined ila the figure: .

0

.

b) 'Districtwide PACe: The combined Districtwide TitZe Z/Title IN-graft
Parental AdVisory,Council will be established for the 1981-82 school,
year. The Districtwide PAC will be considered to have been established

t
if dmeeting has been held and the required number of,Officers.were elected..

In Figure p...z are presented the dates and attendance at the Elenienary District-
wide PAC meetings. Officers weral:elected in October and eight meetings, were
held durifig the schookyear. "'"---

1:Valuation Question D4-2. Homany bistrici'Wide and, local-PAC mietingi and
trainifig sessions:were held between August 1, 1981 and May ."31, 1982?

As can be seen in Figure P-1, a total of 96 local-campus PAC meetings liere
held in AISD. A total of 8 Elementary Districtwide.PAC meetings were held.'
In Figure p-3 are presented the number of training sessions held and the
umber of.parentsin attendance.

For the first year, a separate Secondary Districtwide PAC wad established..
In Figure P-1 is presentedthe pertinent Informition,on these meetings. A
total of iix meetings were held. Two of these were training sessions. Officers
were elected on November 15, 1981. A total of 54 migrant Rarents attended.

In FigureJ0-3 are esented theschools that held at least one local-cimpus
training sessions total of 73 migrant parents in all attended these
sessions. As can be noted from the figure, St. Elmo parents made ti nearly
half of the parent attendanct Migrant-parents attended sessions offered at
only six schools.

Evaluation Question D4-3. Did more parents (registered in the Migrant Program)
attend local and Districtwide PAC. meetings and training sessions during 1981782
than they did during,19,80-81?

.

P-6, 332
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In_1980-81, records indicated .97 elementary Migrant Program parents attended

local-campus PAC meetings end training sessions. In 1981-82, this figure

increased considerably to 160 Migrant Program parents.

In 1980-81, 48 secondary. Migrant PrOstam parents ittended local PAC meetings.

This school year 54 attended the Secondary Districtwide PAC meetings.

The 1981A2 Elementari Districtwide PAC meetings and training sessions were

attended in all by,63 Migrant Program parents. The figure from 1980-81

was 92 parents. These agures, are not directly comparable.since-in 1980-81,

these meetin0 included both elementary and secondary parents. -.

P-7

WA1P
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lionth and Date

4. T.

-,411 Ili

School Sept Oot Nov Dec Jan Fete,- Hat Apt'. -May

Total Title I

Total No: Mo. of Migrant and Migrant

of Meetings Program Parents ProgramTarents
0e14 Attending Attenitinif

A'Ailan
K
1411ison

4 Sacker

Blackshear

11-04 03-09

-09-01 10-13 11-03 12-01

11-11 12,-08 03-02

19-63 12-03

A Brooke/Highland .

Park 09-22 12-17- 01-28 04-15
....

.

Brown .09-22 12-01 .02-23 04-15
)

Campbell 10740 . 11-10 01-21 02-11

- ClCook 11781 02-18 04-15 cis -ii"

4 Dawson 02-09

A Covello 10-20 11-17 12-15 01-19

I

.,

co Haryis 09-22 12-01
.

03-12 04-06

,

Linder .09-0 11-12

". A Langferd 09-14: 10-29

ltiplawood 10-06 11-17

A Metz i 10-01 11-12 01-27

2 /2 35

4. 11

3 ' 6 17

2 9

.4

4

.:."..7

4 **, 15 15"

. .

,2 6

_ ......."._

.4 16- 51

4 63

-.

2' 0 -36.' -
-..:3 ,,

2 3 36

, 2 0 .30

4 4 18 ,, .,
' 83'

Symbol Key
'A * T1t10 litilgrant Program schpol

.0 * Migrant Program only school
* * Heating Cancelled Due io IncleMant Weather.

Data * Data offlcersydrs-elected.

'

-

iigure P-1. DATA REGARDING PARENT ATTENDANCE, DATES, AND OFFICER ELECTION' FOR LOCWAND DISTRICTWIDE PACS.

(Page 1 of 3)

3 3 4
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Month ana Date

.

Total No. '

of Heating.
No. of Migrant
Program Parei!ts.

School Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb AELFy_fa

Norman 10-13 11-20 0

. Oak Springs 10-14 12-08 03-09 05-11 4 0

). Ortega 10-14 12-10 01-27 05-06 4

Pecan Orings
of'

11-03 12-01 2
A ,Ridgetop 11-11 12-10 02-25. 3 4

Rosedale 11-18 12-10 02-25 3

:Rosewood 11-09 12-02

CI St. Elmo 10-81 12-16 . 03-04 3 44

A Sanchez 10-19 11-10 12-08 (01-12)* 3 5

Sims 09-22 10-13 02-02 03709 4 0

_

.o Travis Hashes
,AP

10-11 11-11 02-10 03-02 05-13 0

Walnut Creek 09-29 12-15 0

o Mehl; 12-11 1 2

Winn . 10-13 11-10 2

Wdoten 10-13 12-68 02-21 04-06

A Zavala 10-218', 11-18 01-05 3.12-09

4

*TOTAL 8 17 - l8 19 5 9 : 8 1 . 5 97 160

Total Title I
and Migrant
Program Parents

I

6

29

24

7

19

.11

4

44

13,

25

23

2

16'

.42..

21-

o

772 :

4o.

0-

Symbol Key
A Tirla 1/Migrant Program school
Elw Migrant: Program only school,

,-iketAss-Concelled Dus Co IncAmont .Weather
Date . Data officers Witre elected

FigUre,p-1, DATA REGARDING PAREN ATTENDANCE, DATES, AND OFFICER ELECTION FOR bCAL AND DISTRICTWIDE PACS.

(continued; page 2 o 3)

336
33:7



z

!bath and Dnte'

Nun Public'

Schools

St. Ignatius

Sept Oei Nov Doc Jan Fob Mar Apt May

lf=10

Total. Title 1 '

Total Mo. Na. Of Migrant and Migrant -

,orMeatinge Program Parents Program Parents*

i

Elementary
DistrictWide
PAC

09-17 10-08 11-12 01721 02-11 03-05 04-22 -05-13 43 1554

Notes OfficerS"were alected,iu-SOkng 1981.

Migrant Program
Secondary
Dietrletwide PAC

10-15, 11-15 03-04 04-01 05-06I02-18 ,6 54 54

, . Notes

Symbol Key,

The November and Vibrancy' mootings were also tininlng sesaions.

A.. Title I/Migrant Program school
El Migrant Program only school
* Meeting .Caneelled Duu to Inclemout Weather

,Dnie J4 Date officers were elected

'

.Figure P-1. DATA REGARDING PARENT ATTENDANCE, DATES, AND OFFICER EI.ECTION FOR LOCAL AND,
. DISTRICTWIDE PACS. (conajiued r

pagi 3'of 3)
,



MOM
TIMB I

nrmArrs
TITLE I
tin:ma

SEPTEMBER. 17 7 7

OCTOBER 08 t 15 , 6

NOVEMBER 12 14

DECEMBER .NO

JANUARY 21

_

5

-FEBRUARY Il 4- .19 10,

MARCH 05 14 .3

AP RI L 22

13 14

1

(.4

92 . 1

DISTRICTWIDt PAC MEETINGS
4.

OTHERS =AL EVENT 0344.ENIS

11 25 , Orientation

25 46 Workiihcp

5 23 Workshop Helping your,child
tp read. at4pne

MEFiTINGS .4,

7 12 Old husineat 'meeting becatise of 'bad
NeW business ' Weather

11 40

Speaker.
Old business
Newivsifiess

26 Old business
New business

9 15
Funding Update ApOlicatiokand planning
retentions. ,Ccusnittee Meting sched-
Praioticxi Polidy ulod .

4, 49
A ptbgraa produced with

Entertaiment St. Ebro and Govalle pre-
... *K students and teachers':

85; 2:10

I

Figure,p -2, TITLE I/MIGRANT PARENTS, AISOpTAFF., AND OTHERS WHO ATTENDED THE ELEMENTARk

DiSTRICTVDE,PAO MEETINGS.

,
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Number of Training Number of Titie.I Numberof Migrant
School Sessions Held Parents Attending Program Paren0

. Attendinz

Allan . 8
Allison 0 0

Becker 7

Blackshear 3
Brooke 1 0'

.Brown 2' 19
Campbell 3 16
*Cook 0
Dawson 0 0

Govalle 0 0

Harris . 2 ' 52
Langford 9 '

Linder . 2 '38

Maplewood 1 13 4
Metz - 3 50
Norman 0. 0

.0ak Springs 7

Ortega -1 4
Pecav.Springs 2. 9

Ridgetop 0 0

Rosedala 0 0

Rosewobd 0 d
Sanchai 0 0

*St. Elmo 2' 4* 0

Sims 3

Travis Heights .3 21

Walnut Creek 1 10

Winn 1

Wootén 2 25

Zavala 1 4

TOTAL 33 299

- 4

0

0

0

0

0

8

0

0

0

'0

0

13.
0

0

0

0

0

0

0
0

36

9
0

0

0

0

68

,*Note indicates Migrant Program schools Only.

0

Figtize p-3, COUNT OF TITLE I/MIGEW PEOGRAM PARENTS ATTE G LOCAL CAMPUS

4
PAC WORKSHOPS/TRAININGSESSIONS.,

,

a

.411,-



Date:
Campus:

o

PAC MEETING
ROLLSHEET

Districi O.
Local CI

PARENTS

_Telephopepl'e Aligeraint _ffiliSePs_f

3

6
7

13

14

"

I1

17

la
19

21)

21

22
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AtAaChment
'<page-1 of 2).

ZS= INDEPENDENT SCROOt .

Office of Research and- 'Evaluation .

...14iptember 17, 1979

.TO: Title I_ Contact Persons Pot Parental Involvement .

David Doss

1MMACT: Definitions Used in the Evaluatin

I bilieve.you have recently _received a copy of the objectives for thk'

Title t Parental. Inv.olverent Program fram Alicia Talamantez. Thosi
objectives outline the core of what the evaluation will be evarmlig4mg
this year is 4r as pa lrenta involvent is. CouCar:aed.

I would like to shire with you some "understand-Jive' that
Alicia, and I worked out to help clarify exactly what the
will use in determining utat is and what is not a parcat-
session. The understandings are included ot.the attachei

LeesLaws,
evaluation
training

Paga.

,As you can see, the mihutes.and agendas are crucial to:aa, accurate ,

evaluaticki,of this component.. Please make an effOrt to iee that 'these

. documents clearly relate the type.of activities which qccur it youx..

meetings. dr

If you have aiiy questions about 'the attached agreimen , please call

me at 458,-1228

APProvtd:

Approved:

Approved:
-.Dirid-tor Of Elementary Edutation

1

Seniov Evaluator.
(

for-CmmpensitorY Education Progras

Uector of Off ic of Researc Evaluation

"TM

Lawi .

Talainantei

I Reading *COordinatOrs

PriPals
S.

,

P.44



I1

81. 26

Attaaiment.:P-2
(ContinUed:, page :2 of 2)-

AUSTIiiIiIDEPENDENT.SCEOUL pl;smict

bffica of .42.11kareil and EvalUation
.

i'DNDERiTANDLIGS" CONCEMILIG PARENT TBALILIG *. '

1. At the Itkei datiftit 1vel,i .traly :those parenta.craining sessions

organized bl the Title Z. community ;epresenratives or campus
,contact persons will be' counted.

Z. Parent-training sessions may be held' at the time of local PAC
meetings or separately,. 'The deteimization of whether or not

a. meeting is considered ta involve Parent training will be

bised on the meeting agenda and Minutes.
.4-

Items. such' as the following are considered regular PAC business
and. do not qualifi the meeting ass a.....psirent-tr-lim-ing session.

a. Review of' Title' I Applicon.
b. Rayiesi of Title I regulations.

c: Review of Title 'I *budget.

d.' Election of PAC officers.

e. Reports from Districtwide PAC meetings.'

f. Evaluatioh reports.
g. 'Distribution oi required in.fo=ation (Title I law,ar

regUlati ns, etC.).

Presintations such .as the following would be considered parent-=firrfit.

e. An in-depth presentation about one Title' I component..

b. A presentation on a topic of interest to' the parents such
.

as the following:
.

liely3 Weir Clii1dran with -reeding--

disckplina
what.is Title I?
a descripon of the school's Title / 'program

Zf parent-=aining sessions are d .separately from PAC meetings a

either level, we. will need a de cription and List of parents who attfrn4ed.

10.

.

P-15
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Instruasnt Description: MSPIS cords

81.26
- 3Mte.; descmtptton ot-the trairrhment:

With the MSRTS Clerk, the Title I Migrant Evaluator revieweethe MSRTS records and
correspondence to asceriain if each of the'objectives of the MSRTS Component was, met.

to when was tht izscr:mamttadmitttstimelP

MSRTS Clerk.

low rn tu as the imstrtmem: adte.histe.*Itd'

Once.

*FP

Then was the ir.s .cf=mt ache_..-stromd?

May 19, 1982.

. 7here`wma the tram===ew admimis"ared?

The MSRIS Clerk's office.

a

Who aCt-Imis-w.td the imstrzter0'

The.Title I Migrant Evaluator.

7hat .... f"-a 4id. the adrirls--a--,-s '!a-s/

0
Mot ap¢litable.

t -%.

. ..

Tis the 1.-rs't==ent a6tiris--td chder star:iv:di:ad corilivicts?

Not applicable.

Were theri trohlerts vt:h :he tcstr=mittn cr the adriris--s"-" -ha-
alfecr :ha va1.idf:7 ol the data?

Sone were identified.

Who develmced :hi irscrm=tc-?

Not 'applicable.

4

Zhnt rit:4,/4'14-T and darn IT* available cm ths ttstr=ter..?

None.
,

Ara :hers tor: data artillhle !sr Lt.:sr:tact:: :he Tasults?

.

'345-
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MSRTS RECORDS

Air

Purpose

The MSRTS Records were reviewed in order to gather-information relevant to
the folloWing decision, and evaluation questions:

Decision Question D5. Should the MSRTS Component be continued ,

as it is, modified, or deleted?

Evaluation Question D5-1: Were the Component's objectives

met?

Prodedure

Throughout the.1981-82 school year, the MSRTS Clerk updated the MSRTS records
as students were added, withdrawn, terminated (as eligible migrant students),

etc. Copies of the eligibility forms were sent to ORE as they were received

by the MSRTS Clerk. Also shared was information on the termination of any

students. When students appeared on the Migrant Student Attendance Record
(see Appendix G) for whom we did not have an eligibility form, the Cierk was
Called and asked to send a copy of the eligibility form to ORE. In mid-May,

the Clerk was contacted.to arrange a time for the Evaluator to come end review
the MSRTS records to see if the objectives were met. When the interview time

was set a memo (see Attachment Q-1) was seilt to th-e Clerk and her supervisor

to remild them of the meeting. On objectives that Were not measurable by
examination of the records, the Evaluator queried the Clerk about the achieve-

ment of these objectives. The Evaluator also randomly selected 10 students
fromthe Migrant Student Master File (Appendix F) to check tp see if their
MSRTS records were in order.

Results

Evaluation Question D5-1: Were the MSRTS Component's objectives met?

Objective During each fiscal year the district will maintain augitable eli-
gibility files and implement MSRTS procedures to ensure transmittal
and retrieval of the most current academic and health information
available for Migrant Program students in this district.,

Personnel assigneeresponsibility for records maintenance will:

Develop and/or maintain auditabl eligibility files as follows:

Eligibility forms for formerly grato.ry students.(status

3,i6,inclusive) will be iiaintaind by the year and month

within the yean that a students.eligibility will terminate.

Q-3 346 .
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EltgibilitY foris for current students (all status 1, 2,

4, 5 inclusive) will be maintained in alphabetical order
by individual campus..

All eligibility forms will be retained for a period of
not less than six years from the date of identification.

Using the list,gf the 10 randomly selected migrant students, as well as a
general review of the records, the Evaluator established that the eligibility
forms were kept in the appropriate order. All 10 students were easily and

quickly located. The Clerk stated the eligibility forms were kept for the

complete time period.

Identification and recruitment of migrant students will be
conducted in accordance with the following procedures:

Ob'ective Before September 30, of each school year, district records will

have been surveyed to verify the continued residence of all
formerly migratory students (Status 3.and/or 6).

Personnel assigned responsibility for identification of migrant

students will:

Review prior year eligibility forms and develop a list 'of
students who were identified as formerly migratory during
the previous year.

Verify that each student has reenrolled in the district and/or
still resides in the attendance area of this district.

The Clerk reported that the community representative did the tesidence checks

where needed. District records.(through ORE) were used to gather addresses
of students and develop appropriate lists of formvly migrant students.

Objective Witbin two (2) weeks after receipt'of the computef-printout
listing Status 3 and/o1106 migrant students automatically enrolled
by.the central computer bank in Little Rock, the continued resi-
dence in the district of all formerly migratory students will be
certified by the superintendent of the local education agency.

The Clerk reported this objective was met. Before the printout was received;'

the community representatives were already checking on students' residences,

etc. This and using District records greatly facilitated the meeting of this
objective. z

,

Objective Wtthin two.days after each current migrant student (Status 1, 2,
4, and 5) is identified, eligibility forms will be'transmitted to
the 'district's Asignated terminal st:te.

r

: Review prlior year eligibility forms for current migrant students
(Status 1, 2, 4,, and 5) and/or records and develop an alpha- .

betized list erithose students who were enrolled in the district

'during previous year.



,

81.26

Disseminate the list to each campus in the district to assist
campus personnel (office staff or teachtng staff)"in identi-
fying those students as they return to the district. Campus
personnel maythen proceed,at the discretion of the district
to:

notify MSRTS personnel; or,

complete eligibility forms.

Establisfi contact with appropriate community/county agencies
or organizations.to advise each of the availability of migrant
services in the district.

Maintain daily contact with individual campus central office
personnel to obtain a list of currently enrolling students
for determination of eligibility for migrant services.

Obtain eligibility information including the signature of the
student's parent or guardiah -either:

at the school as a student enrolls'in the district; or,

by visittgg the home of the student.

Provide a.,copy of the signed eligibility form to the parent/

guardian.

Proceed with processing ecompleted eligibility forms as
described in Step II.

SPECIAL NOTE: 4

If a student ent edt he district as a current migrant (status 1, 2, 4, or 5)

during the prior y but has.not moved within the 12 months since-that enroll-
ment date, the district is not required to obtain a ndw eligibility form for

that student. The eligibility form obtained previously My be updated by the
district,.using red-ink, as. follows:

Record the siatus change on the eligi ility.form in the space provided:
Section.A, line 5; Section B, line 1 .

4' .

Proceed with enrollMent by updating the enrollment data on the Educational

Record.

Alphabetizing eligibility form by district.

Recording the name of each"student and-the date sent to the designated
terminal site in a disteict ledger.

Forwarding eligibility forMs 6 the designated terminal- site.

348
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i
t

The Clerk stat the majority of the eligibility forms are transmitted within

the two-day de dline. Sometimes they are not if the community representative

has to recheck any information--like when the eligibility form-is inaccurate.

A list is developed at the beginning of the year (with ORE's help) and is
disseminated to campuses. The. campus personnel do not notify MSRTS personnel
directly or complete the eligibility forms. The community representatives
handle the campus contacts and completion of the eligibility forms.

The Title I/Migrant Administrator and other administrative personnel make.the
contacts with other agancies/orgatiizations to advise them of the Migrant program.

The MSRTS Clerk.does not maintain daily camptis contact as it is felt unnecessary

and impossible with 81 schools.

The.community representatives handle the contact with parents and the comple-
tion of the eligibility forms. After the forms are completed and signed, they.

are forwarded to the MSRTS Clerk for processing into the MSRTS system.

the Evaluator verified that the Clerk made the required changes (currently to

fortherly migrant) in red ink. The eligibility forms were kept in the.nroper

order. The Clerk showea the Evaluator the ledger where she kept all the various

transmittal'information. It looked very complete and.up-to-date. Dates were

,entered when each form,was foiwarded to the terminA site.

Objective Transmittal and processing of enrollment and/or withdrawal informa-
tion (academic and health) will be effected within two days after

such information becomes available.

Enrollment procedures will include:

Reviewing each form for accuracy and completeness.

. *Filingof original copy in auditable file.

Attaching Educational Record from prior year to eligibility

form ifone is available.

Alphabetizing'Olgibility forms'by campus.

Recording the name of each student and the date sent to the
designated terminal site in a district ledger.

Forwarding eligibilitY forms to the designated terminal site.
-

Processing incoming records will include:

Comparison of information received (critical data) with the

.
eligibility form retained by the district.

Scanning all incoming forms for medical alert flags and
notification of appropriate personnel if such occurs.
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Recording date each record was receiyed beside the date

eadh was sent to the tenOnal site.

DiSseminating records appropriately.

44 Original copy of Edqcational Record filed ill

auditallle file for use in updating. ,

DuplicatemOpiet of Educational Record, Transmittal
Record,,and Skills Printout (Skills Information System)

,routed to apprOpriate migrant instructional staff.

es Copies of medical forms to health personnel.

The Clerk reported with few exception's the two-day deadline was met. These"

exceptions were when some information was not readily available and had to be

tracked down. The Clerk did review the forms for accuracy, etc. The originals

of the forms were in the files - for the 10 randomly-chosen students and others

just spot checked. The Educational Records were attached whore available. The

ledger reflected the enFollment transactAns as it was supposed tcrdo.

The Clerk reported checking all incoming information for accuracy with District

records already available. The Nurse is sent copies of all incoming forms sO

shell-can make the judgment about any medical needs. The.dates the records were

received were noted in the appropriate location.

The Clerk reported appropriate dissemination of the records was completed. The

Evaluator verified4the Educational Record; were kept in'the auditable file. The

Clerk sent copies of the educational data (indluding the SIS information) she

received to the appropriate teachers. The Nurse received copies Of the medical

records. '

Updating of records will occur on the following timel:irie:.

Ob'ective Within two days after withdrawal of a student (currently or formerly

migratory) at any timer during the school year, updatkinformaiion.

(medical and academic) will be promptly forwarded to the designated

terminal site; and

The Cleik reported that whene4er possible,the twO day deedline has been end is

* met. However, it is not always met because the adademic.and medical information

( .is not always available.that soon.

Ob'ectivt Final updatetinformation will be forwarded to.the designed terminal

site for Status 1, 2, 4 and 5 students on the lollowing schedule: .

Medical update'7between March r and April 1.4.
Academic updatel-between April 15 and. April 30.

Information to be provided for updating records will include:

Transfer.Record (Skills Information System)

It
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Educational Record (Criterionléferenced Test Data; if
available)

Medical Record (Screening/treatment data).

The Clerk reported the Nurse handled the medical update and it was within the
timelines. The Clerk stated she met the academic data timelines except for
two schools who did.not get their information in on time. However, their

'data were transmitted only a couple of days after the deadline. The appropriate
records (including SIS data) were included. The Nurse took care of the Medical
Record.

Objective' Within two days after the close of the regular school year (for
Status 1, 2, 4; and 5) and/or a summer program if applicable
(for.Status 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6), withdrawal notification for
each student enrolled in such program will be ,transmitted to the
designated terminal site.

The Clerk indicated (at the time of the interview) that sihce school was still
in session, this objective had not yet been met. She reported she would make
every attempt to make the deadline, but doubted she could complete everything
required within the two-day deadline. At a subsequent contaet in mid June,
the Clerk reported Withdrawal information for Status 1, 2, 4, and 5 students
has tow been completed.

This objective was sent by the State and is not adequately geared to large LEAs
who have to deal with the logistics of a large number of schools:

Objective Procedures to be implemented to ensure accomplishment of the
obiective include:

Migrant teacher and/or aide and health personnel encode update
information and route fo appropriete personnel.

'
le

1

Staff assigned responSibility.for MSRTS record maintenance -

4 .
.

Scans for accuisacy and-completeness and,correcis coding tf
necessary.

op Records information in red ink on original copy previously
retained in auditable file:

«Proceeds to alphabetize, log and forward es described in the
last three items under Enrollment on page 27.

As reported already, the Nurse handles all the health data required by the

systeM. The Clerk reported that she (not the teachers) doeslall the coding on
the Educational.Records - but the teachers give her the information and do

complete the SIS forms. The Clerk reported she definitely checks everything

for accuracy. The Evaluator verified the use of the transmittal log, the coding
in red ink, and the maintenance of the original form.

351
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Objective MSRTS assigned personnel and Migrant Program Directors will attend
training sessions to develop competencies in MSRTS -component activ-

.

ities to ensure compliance with Federal law and applicable regula-
41 tions.

The Clerk attended several sessions during the year at Education Servide Center,

l

Region XIII (t
;

designated terminal site). The Clerk also attended a District

SIS training s sion in August. The Administrator reported she worked more

closely with the Service Center staff than previous clerks to assure AISD was
following correct p'rocedures.

l '

Ob'ective Component activities wilf be:.evaluated by Jose Mata/C4therine

Christner on a monthly basis to erisure operational effectiveness
and accomplishment of objectives.

Due to AISD's a&ministrative reorganitation,*the supervision of the Clerk
and her duties fell to the Title I/Migrant Administrator. The Clerk aid

the Evaluator talked by phone several times monthly on updating records,

questions about enrollment dates, etc. At the Admiiiistrator's request, the

Evaluator developed the MSRTS Clerk's Monthly Report (see Attachment Q-2)
to help better visualize the Clerk's activities. During the interview the

Clerk showed the Evaluator the completed forms an& inaidated,this form had
peen helpful.

352
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FR;11:

SUBJECT: Examination of MSATS- Re

Attachment Q-1-

AUSTIN INDEPEtANT- SCHOOL DISTRICT
,Office of Research and Evaluation'

4

May 14, 1982

Holly Nelson
( (t. 6

Catherlre-MAstner 4 41

e'

This memo is to confirm our appointment for an interview on May 19, 1982

at 3:00 p.m. in your office.

I will, review the MSRTS records and eligibility forms etc., to eXamine

the achievement of the objectives for the MSRTS Component as stated in

che 1981-82 Td.tle I-Migrant Application. .

cM: Cscar Cantu
Lee Laws

4

APPROVED:
Director, Researcivand Ev ad:on
I .

4

e
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TITLE I MIGRANT
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,APPENDIX R
01,

HIGR.SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIAL-5ERVICES
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tnerrumenr Description! Migrant Program Tutorial Teacher Interview

3riel duct-lotion of the imam:neat:

The format consisted of six questions asking teachers about the various aspects of

the tutorial.program.

To wham was the ins - ant ad:ministered?

The two high school 'Migrant Program Tutorial teachers.

Kay man, tines as the

Once to each teacher.

-adn4niite.r,td?

isOf

Than was the instr---ent administered?

March 26 and March 24%44982.

Al

7bere was the itstrumemn ednitia-ewed/

In 'the teachers' classrooms.

7ho aA-47"stared the inv.:In:tent?

The Migrant-Evaluator.

Mut tr.2i=I=2 did the adnirl's--aen-s Itave?

Training and experience in interviewing techniques.

7as the instranent adtrIm4s-**.od under stan =fired conditions?

Not applicable. $101t,

were :here oroblens with the 4-7..scr=ent cr the tistracion tSar nicht

affect the validirv of the data?

None were identified.

Iilo.develczed :he irstruneAh?

e
The igrant Evaluatbr.

Foat teliabilitv and validity late are available on the instranent?

None.

Ara there norm dat; available 'far interoreting the results?

tit)

R-2
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Instrument Description: Stladent Roster, High Schoof Migrant Program' Tutorial Services

3riet dose:in:Jam of the itstr==eat:

The tastrument is a one-page mdttipart form upon which the tutorial teacher records
students tutored, dates, times, grade, skills tutored in, and who referred the
student for services.

To :them vas :ha instr=ment ad=imistered?

The two high school Migraht Zrogram tutorial teachers.

a'av :any ttr.es vas e'411 i.t.s==ezt ar-41tawedl

Each time a student was tutoied.

Them vas .ehe instrmment ad=inistved?

At the teachers! convenience.

. Where vas tht ims==art:

Wherever was convenient for the teachers.

;ho ad=imistered the itstrve^"

Self-administered.

What craimi=sr d44 ad=i=s--a-vs 'tave?

Directions were included with the form.

ils:===en: s-a-a-J"ad =ditto-as?

O
Were there arable= utth the itstr==ent or :hd ad=1=istrari:= :ha: =lah:

al:fact the Tali:Li:7 cz! the data!

None uere.identified.

',Mc developed the itst===e=:?

The Migrant Evaluator and the Secondary Migrant Supervisor. .

"'That reliabilitY Ind 7174'4"T dzel are available pr. :he i=st===emt?

None.

Ara thert tor= data available far it:sr:re:it: :he results?

No.

R-3
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DOCUMENTATION OF THE HIGH SCHOOL
MIGAANT TUTORIAL PROGRAM

Purpose

Although this appendix was not planned in the Title I Migrant Evaluation
Design:for 1981-82, the information obtained from two information sOurces
is included here. The information was gathered 0 the request of the'
Migrant Program staff who initiated,a pilot tutortal program in midyear

as a possible way of better serving high school Migrant Program students.

This appendix documents the Migrant Program Tutorial Teacher Interview and
the tudent Roster -.High School Migrant Program Tutorial Services.

Procedure

The Student Roster for HigLSchool Migrant Program Tutorial Services-(Attach-
ment R-1) was developed in midyear for the'high school tutorial teachers to
document whom they served. A set of directions (Attachment R-2) was sent to
the teachers along with a cover memo (Attachment R-3). The teachgis returned
their completed forms to the Migrant Program Evaluator, who tallied the results
by h nd. -

The Migrant Program Tutbrial Teacher nterview ..(Attachment R-4) was developed

after the Secondary Migrant Program 9ordinator indicated the teachers had
reporting problems with getting the tutorial to function. See Attach-
ment R-5 for cover memo re: the.interviews. The teachers were interviewed
on April 26 and April 27 by the Migrant Program Evaluator who summarized the
results oE the interviews.

Results

4

Migrant Program Tutorial Teacher Interview

The'information gathered will be reported by interview item..

Z. What have been the pioblems associated with establishing the tutorial..'
program at your school?

Both teachers stated by far the major problem was getting students to
come. Students simply do not sflow up even when they 'lave made an appoint-

ment.. They (the students) give lots of excuses, espeeially after school,
such as they have to catch a ride, go to work, catch the bus, etc.
Tutoring 'just does not have priority for,them. Both.teachers were
frustrated over student non attendance. Each had done a variety of thingL
to remind students,of their availability - sending students memos,
announcing their avaiiability through other teachers and the MUrant
Program teachers, and reminding students directly in conversations.

0
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2. Based an the total time you have spent working on the tutorial program,
what percentages of time have you spent on each of the following?

tutOring students 757. 45%
paperwork 5%

planning 5% 5%

consulting with teachers 5% 50%

encouraging students 5% .

other 5% *

The percentages listed by the teachers are indicated above. One teacher

reported initially he spent much time encouraOng students, but the
percentages of time listed reflect his time now. He has One student who

comes regUlarly with no encouragement. The other teacher still reported

, spending slightly, more time encouraging students to come rather than
actually tutoring them.

.3. DO you feel the Migrant Pt!ogram should continue idith the high school
.

tutorial program?

Both teacher felt the program 'should not be given up, but each suggested

different approaches (aee #4 below) be used.

4. What are,some ithprovements/options you tjould suggest in the program
that would make it more effective?

As.one teacher put,it, the program could be successful if the'students

would come for servicee. He felt that students do not like taking their

own time (before or after school). He suggested that U. T. students or
even upper level high school students be hired to come and work with

individuals within class or pull students from class to work with diet.

The other teacher felt that perhaps a daytime lab situation might work,

or have tutoring after school (even in the-eveninror on Saturday) at
another site. He felt students would not enroll in a laTunless they re-li
ceived credit for it (TEA currently does not allow this). He suggested
this lab could precede a,student registering for the Fundamentals of

Math or Fundamentals of Reading tutorials. He also felt .reaching these stu-

dents would be better achieved in junior high since so many have attitude
problems by the time they are in high school.

5. Hare you had problems with students not coming for services? If so
why do you think students are not coming?

mm ,
lc

Both teachers reported.students not coming was by far the largest problem

with the tutorial. One teacher'reported students Constantly use ticuses
with him.- I forgot, 'I had to go to work, catch a.ride, catch the'bus,

etc.

The-Other teacher elaborated about the reasOns he felt students did not

come. He telt many ,students have attitude problems. By'the time they

reach.high school, they are very used to the.sitpation (of being,very
behind in sdhool),. They don't care anymore and don't try anymore. Social

prom6tions have hindered them - they move up whether or'hot they have

R-5 366
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passed. He feels many patents have entourage& students to stay'home -
the students are given so many adult resEonsibilities at home very early
in their life, that academic priorities fall by the wayside. There is a

need to educate parents in many cases. .

,6. What have you been doing to try and encourage 8tudent8 to come in for .

tutoring?

Both teachers reported making a lot of contacts with students. The

tutoring was offered at all hours - before and after Ichool and lunch
periOds. Every time the teachers saw the students they would'remind

them. One teacher used his off-period to go talk to students to
encourage them to come in. Contacts were made'frequently with'other
teachers (including the Migrant Program teachers) to tell of the tutorial
availability. Memos were sent to the students at.one school.

Results

Student Roster for High chool Migrant Program Tutorial Services

The two math teacliers mailed their completed rosters. to.the Migrant Program

Evaluator. Several "reminder!' calls wefe made to them re: turning in the

completed rosters. Only one report for.nbruary was received from'one school,
while Ones for March, April, and May were recei'Ved from.the second school
(where the program was begun later).

At the first school, six students were seen in all. Only two of these were

seen two times, the rest were seen once. The amount of time seen varied

between 15 minutes and one hour with the majOrity of the sessions being

30 minutes in duration. Most of the sessions were before school. The subjects

,the students were tutored in were matkcomputation, math concepts, and/or
science. The teacher did not indicate on the roster who referred the students,
but had indicated in the interview that he generally sought them out.

At the second school, only one student was seen over the three-month period.
She was seen a total of 31 times for a total of 23 1/3 hours, The average

amount of ti'me spent per tutorial session was 45 minutes. The sessions were

all before school. In March the studdlit'rs tutored in both math cOmputation

and math concepts. In April and May, she received help only in math concepts.
The teacher repokted in the interview that initially he informed her of the ,

tutorial services available and after that she came on her own.

'

36i

.R-6. .



SCHOOL STUDENT ROSTER

HIGH SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIAL SERVICES
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Please return the original of this form when completed to:
Catherine Christner, Admin. Bldg., Box 79



#

81.26 Attachment 11,2

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT (Page I. of-2)

Office of RepearCh and Evaluation

DIRECTIONS: STUDENT ROgTER - HIGH SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIAL SERVICES

For each time a tutorial student is served, lodease enter the following:

Student Name' Enter each tutorial student's name (last,name,.first name) in
this column:

.

AISD ID# . Enter each tutorial student's AISD # in this column. If this

information is not readily available, leave it ialank'grid it

will be completed by ORE personnel.

Grade Enter each tUtorial student's grade in this column.

Date Tutored Enter the date the student was tutored (as in the example) in
this column.

. .

Time Tutored Enter the number of minutes the student was tutored in this
column.

.

AM or PM Enter AM in this column if the student.was seen in the morning
and PM if'the student was seen in the afternoon.

Skills Tutored In:
There are a number of skills listed under this column. Please
places check mark(s) under the skill(s) on which you and the
student worked. If the skill is not in this list, check other
and write in skill area.

\\
Referred by: Place a check mark under whOever referred.the student for tutoring.

An example of a completed form is attached.

If you have questions about this form, (or need more copies) feel free to
-car]. Catherine Chrigtner at 458-1227.

Please send the originals-of the completed forms (yoUr're welcome to keep,
the copy) via school mail to Catherine Christner, Administration Bldg., Box 79.
Send thescat the end of each'month.

Remember to 'enter each time you see a student on a separate line.

R-8



am EN am rim =I

SCHOOL I)) tlie kon net k

.0=

779/1 1

STUDENT ROSTER

HIGH SCHOOL MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIAL SERVICES

Skills Tutored In:

TUTORIAL TEACHER.e, ran

Referred by:

ts)

STUDENT

.

AISD
/

.,

GRADE

.

DA If E

TUTORED

.
,

**.
, T I ME ..

TUTORED
AM

or

.
.

6

,

-9,4
E2

0

g. ZiPT
ZiL.G.2.

ZI?*

8X X

Z
,01
1; .
I

1-c-3

;7;

cn L.).80-
... 00
-91m

.- 1/1

171,5

1 0
0.

.-S
0-

0i

0

I
T
r)

p
z
M

73

4'.

m

.

.

C-omee; (19 crft99 to -1/11/g4

,

36.,:.,
_

Piv) . v
- ,
.1/

.

1./ . ...

,
,......__.

.

.
,

, ..
. .

. r

.

Aii'.

... . , 1 .

. S . . .

,.

. a

,
.

.4.
e

Please return the oilginal of this form wPn completed to:
Catherine Cfiristner, Admin. Bldg., Box 79

36

365

741
hz$
W
OQ



los

4 .

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research.and Evaluatip

February 8, 1982 .

TO1 , High School Migrant Tutorial Teachers

* FROM: Catherine Christner
, .

,

SUBJECT: Student Rosters foll, High School Migrant Tutorial Services

Attachment A-3

4 .3,

.Enclosed are the rosters on whic e be rec)rded the Migrant Program

. s students you have,tutoted. Als i cludet are a iet of directions..
.

. .

Please call Me :At 458-1227 if you eve any ques:ions or need any more forms..

At theend of eacb month% please send me the originals of.the.completed.
forms, 'You hay kee0t,he copies for Your records. :

,

A

CC:lg
EnclosUres

''
41.

.

APPROVED:.
Director, lepearch and

goo.

.'

Evaluation '

APPROVED: / -

Assis

cc; Jose Mata
Lee Laws
Adan Salgado
James.444son
J. M. Richhrd

P.
4

GP

nt, t.Secondary EduCation

, 7

.1

t"



81.26 '
Attachment R-4

MIGRANT PROGRAM TUTORIAL TEACHER nTnnurnnu

'Or

1

What have been the problems associated with establishing the tutorial program

at,Vour school?

Based on the total time you have spent working on the tutorial progrva, what
percentages of.that time have you spent on each of.the following:

tutoring students .

paperwork

-

planning

consulting with teachers regarding students

encouraging,students to come
0

other (Please define)

/

Do yod fee ,the Migrant Prog(am should continue with the high school tutorial

program.

,What are some improvements/options, you would suggest in the program that would

make it mote effective?

Have ycitthad roblems with students not coming for services? If so, why do

you tadk.students are not OoMing?
.--

.

have you been doing to try and encoUrage students to come i- n fo tutotingl

R-3.1 0

;
.

,

,1111110



81.26. ,Attachment R-5

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and EvaluaAon

April 149,1982

,TO: Marcos:M E uivel, Albert Casarez

FROM: Catherine hr,stner, Migrant Program Evaluator

SUHJECT: Migrant Program TUtorial Teacher Interview

,

In order to document your experiencts as tutorial teachers, the Migrant
Program staff has requested that I conduct an interview with you for this
purpose. I have enclose a copy of the interview format for.your review
befdre.the incprview is conducted.

Mrs. Leonila Gonzalez will be calling you soon to schedule an interview
time that ip convenient for you. The., interview should take about 15 minutes
r will be.happy to pick up your completed student rosters for March at the -

time I come (if you have not already mailed them in).

thank you for your cooperation-in this matter.

CC:li

Enclosure

n
APPROVED: ,

rector, Research and Evaluatio

Aptgla
bi

Acting Assist nt SuPerint ndent for.Secondary Educa ion

cc: Aden Salgado
Jack-Allison

- Lee Laws
Oscar Cantd
'Jose'. Mate ,

Ymelda Rodriguez
,1

J. M. Richard

36.;j

R-12
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Title I Migrant/Title.I Regular/Title VII

APPENDIX S

rPreK Teacher Interview

7§

370.

ts.

A
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TustrumeMt Descrimcion: --ePhindergacen Teacher Interview

- 3rief descriotion of the instrmment: le
Thelnle ew consists of 12 questions for all prekindergarten teachers, 3 questions

for Title II teachers mnly, and 2 questions for Title I/Higranc teachers. The

questions deal with instructional language, curriculun, diagnosing, planning, organi-

zation, teacher contact, parent contact, community representative contact, supervisor
contact, inservice", aides, and "Ac Home" activities.

To whom vas the tutrnment ar4;4,444tered?

Title I Migrant, Title I Regular, and Title VII.prekindergarten teachers.

3cw many times vas the imstmmment artmg-tqltered?

. Once.

Msen vas the instr-ent administered?

April, 1982.

a
7here was the tistronnt set"."14stitred?

ta their classroom or other school locacibigpf their'choice.

.1110 administe".d "e tmstronent/

A coasulcaat.

Mtar. t24-4-2 444 -ue ada .1ave?' 0

4

Ueneral interview trainzng and interview training specific co this interview forme

and situation.

7.1s the 4'...r.=en r. administered under standardized conditions?

Yes.

14re :here otablems with thwtostrmment or the adninist-at"n chat mizht

aff-ect the validity of the. data? ,

I

ne were identified.

*Act develcued the instttnettl

ORE staff with tapnt from 50 program staff.

Mat reliabilitv tnd validity data are available an the inst.:rot:ant?

None.
c

Ate :hire mar= da,t1 available far internratimo the rtsults?

444



Purpose
4'

The Prekindergarten Teacher Interview was developed.in midyear after an

expressed need/hx_program staff to have comparisons made among the Title

I, Migrant, enq TrEle VII Pre-K programs. Attachment S-1 is a letter

explaining the purPose of these interviews. There are no decision or
evaluation questions being addressed Wthis appendix since it was planned
and developed after the evaluatigp dl§igns were complete. The main

Firpose was to examine the similAities and differenas among the three

pipgrams.

Procedure
1

In De ember, 1981, various program staff were asked to generate items

for t e interview by mid-January. During February ORE staff members

generated a pool of possible items. These were collected.by the Migrant

Program Evaluator and subm4tted to relevant ORE staff members to review,
select, change, etc. the items they felt applicable (see Attachment S-2).
From this input, a draft interview format was developed. This draft inter-

view format was.sent (see Attachment 5-3) to the program staff for theii..

review and feedback. After receiving staff input, a final interview format

was developed. See Attachment S-4. Ihe interView was kept relatively short
to keep teacher time required to a minimum.

.0
An outside consultant was hired to conduct the interviews to maintain

impartiality. She had worked with our .office previously

in testing efforts. As a former kindergarten teacher, it was felt she

would relate well to the pre-K teachers and their experiences. Shereceived
general training in interviewing techniques and.specific training and
practice in following this interview format.

In late March all the pre-0,teachers were sent a memo (Attachment S-5)

, advising them of the. upcoming interview. Enclosed was a copy of the inter=

view, format in preparation for their interview.. The Migrant Evaluation
Secretary called the teachers and arranged the times, dates, and locations

for the interviews. The interviews were all completed by the end of April.

The interviewer consulpd with the Migrant Program Evaluator from time to

time to rise her otthg progreis of the igterviews. She reported that

.all teak -4KgrEp r endly and very cooperative with .the task.
r-

, .

The data were :hand-ta1lied by program in 'order that each individual teacher's

respowes couldbe keft confidential. 4

Results

.
i .

P
ee results will be resented in terms the interview questions by prograd.

e two split-fun d teachers' responses are included with the Title I teachers' .

sponses. There were six Title VII teachers, seven Migrant Pragram teachers,

and seven Title/I teachers.,
/'. 1

....;

,
.

I

I .

3 7 2
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1. Do you use English all the time for your instruction?

If you use another language please indicate what percentages of ach
language you use for each of the following:

The teachers' responses to Ques.tion #1 are presented in Figure S-1. Title VII

teachers all reported using Spanish, only two Title I teachers currently used

Spanish, and five Migrant Program teachers used Spanish. For all three programs,

English was spoken to,English-dominant students the majority of time. Only

for Spanish-dominant students did the Title VII teachers on the average use Span-

ish the majority of the time in formal instruction. In informal instruction, the

Title VII teachers and Migrant Program teachers as a group had similar language ue

No

2. Question 2 deals with usage of curriculum.

Xigure S-2 contains the-Title VII teachers' Tesponses to this'item. All

teachers used the BECP curriculum materials as their main curriculum. These

a
teachers also used the AISD curriculum in-,Some,way. The majority also lthed

,

materials developed by Dr. BaruLldi,as well as Other commercially developed

materials.

In,Figure S-3 are summarized the.Title I teaChers' responses to the curric-

ulum question. All teachers reported using the AISD curriculum as their

main curriculum. All also used the Peabody Kit to some degree in their teaching.

The large majority of teachers had also developed units of their own.

Barufaldi materials were used by.eight of the nine teachers. Only one teacher

used the BECP in. any way,and this was only to use eome records9.aild puZzles.

The Migrant Program teachers' responses are shown in Figure S-4. All the

teachers used the AISD curriculum the majority of the time and as their main

curriculum source. The majority also used the BECP, Peabody Kit, Barufaldi '

materials, and.self7developed units ih-a supplementary faithion in their

instructIon.

3.a. How do you diagnose your students' instructional needsdo you, use a
checklist of skills, competencies, cOncepts, or what?

b; Where did yoirget the Method*you use?

c. How often do.you Check-your students' needs?

The responses of/all three grpups of teachers to this question are'summarized

in:Figure As,can be noted from the figure, the majority of ali teach-

ers ulpd a checklist as their main diagnostic tool. :

For the Title VII teachers this checklist was from the.BECP,-selfdevelOped,

or a.combination of tile two. 641:Tit1e VII teacherUsed a checkliat from.

the AISD curriculum developed by Dr. Barattioff. All the Title I and Migrant 4.'

Program teachers used the Baranoff/AISD checklist, a self-developed cheditlist,

or a combination of The twO.
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The teachers varied in the frequency with which the checked their students'

instructional needs. All Title VII.teachers checked their students within

the range of daily to every two weeks, with tc46 teachers checking at *two

different times. The Title I and Migrant Program teachers were more varied

in their responses. They usually had informal chedics on a fairly frequent'

basis and more formal checks at 2-4 times during the year. A number of

teachers (6) did report they chtcked their students daily. .

4. How do you plan for students' individual instructional needs?

The Title VII teachers' responses -to this planning question are presented in

Figure S-6. Several teachers mentioned reviewing concepts, etc. for students

yho did not understand, as well as grouping students based on their needs.

In Figure 5-7 are presented the Title I teachers' responses to this item.
Although a variety of responses were given, the majority mentioned grouping

as a way of meeting needs. Additionally many teachers determine throUgh
checklists, questions, observation, etc. who.needs additional help (review)
and then determine whether they should receive it individually or in groups. .

The responses of the Migrant Program teachers to this item are listed in

figure S-8. These teacheri mentioned a .variety.of planning activities. Most

/mentioned using grouping or using one-to-one instruction to reinforce concepts.
Therefore teachers are planning for different abilities. ,

5. 'Qiis question deals with how you organize the students for instruction.

a) What percentage of the time for instruction do'you use large'groUps

(including the whole class)? r

b) What percentage of the time for instruction do you use small groups

(size )?.
,

.C) Wha:y)ercentage Of the time for.instruction.do you' use one-to-one?

, ,

4) What percentage of the time for instruCtion do you,use a combination?

(please explain)

As can be noted Erom the first chart in Figure S-9, the Title,I and Migrant
Program teachers reported, as a group, spending more time than did /itle VII

teachers in iarge group instruction.
,

Conversely, asshown.in the next chard in Figure S-9,"the Title'VII teachers
used small group iistruction a higher percentage of 'the tiMe than did the-

Title I and Migrant Program teachers. Thesmost populat, group size for Title

VII was 6-7 students, for Title I it was 4-5 students, end for Migrant Program
teachers it varied betweern4 and 7 students. -

4..

The last chart in Figure S-9 shows the yercentages of tithe each group of
teachers reported using one-to-one ilistruct-on., All used one-to-=one29% or'

less df the time. All teachers 'except one,'used one-to-one instruction while

'Other children were at centers, in free time, or in small groups, therefore
ifiese'teachers used some COmbination of the instructional modes.

.
....

--,.
..

, ;
.-.

.

.,
b

1 ' ;S'5 3 74
: -
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6. If you divide your students ipto instructional groups, what criteria do

you use to group? Please check all thaX apply?

age language dominance (based other (please

.on standardized tests) expTain)

ability
language dominance (based ,

personality on.teacher observation)

Figure S-10 contains the teachers' responses to this grouping question. The

three most frequent responses were ability, language dominance (as determined

by teacher observation), and personality.
P

7. When the children woik alone what types of things are they doing?

The three groups of teachers gave a,wide variety of responses as a group, and

all.together. Their responses are presented in Figure S-11. Nast frequently

14
Thchildren were said be working at a center of somesort. e most frequently

mentioned activities ere listening centers/language master, art activities,

manipulatives, blocks, books, puzzles, and.housekeeping.

8. Check the category of teachers with whom you participated/contacted in

each of the following areas:

Share ideas.

Provide trainirig
Prepare instructional units
Share teaching duties
Plan classroom activitieS

In Figure.8-12 are.presented the.frequencies andVurposes of the teacher

;contacts each teacher group had. As can be noted from the frequencies,,all groups
had the most contact with other teachms in order to Share ideas. The m'ajority

had contact with pre-K teachers from 'Char own funding source,as well as from

other funding sources,. , Title I and.Migrant Program teachers had more contact

with kindergarten teacherA,than didTitle VII teacAers. The other types of

coritadt were less frequent for all' 'groups.

r

9. HON frequent is your contact yith your community repreSentative(s)?

More tharConce a week
Once a week
.very t-wg weeks

-Ance a month
Less than once,a nionth

The frequency.of repotted:contacts are 'presented in ,kgure g-13. As A group,

,Title VII teachers reported more contact with their ,:commounit3; representative,

than did the'Miiiailt Program and TitleI teachers.,

.10. this question.deals wjth your communications wtth yOur students' parents.

Please use the percentage range 0.apswer the items.
2

a) What percentage of parents dtd YOu have contact'with:

S-6

a
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In Figure S-14 are shown.the frequencies of teacher contact th parents.

Generally as a group,.Title VII teachers reported more freq eat coficact
!with parents than did Title I or Migrant Program teachers.

10.

b) What percentage of communications with parents did you itiate?

What percentage of communicationi with parents did the par nts

The teachers' responses to this question axe presehtqd in Figure S-].5. Across

, all three groups teachers generally initiated more contacts than.did parents.

10. .

c) What percentage of theie contacts were by phone?

What percentage were conferences?
,What percentage weee parent training sessions?'
What 9ercentage were PAC Meetings?
What,percentage were written.communications?

i

.
.

Figure S-16 contains the teachers' responses to this item. The most frequent

/
types Of contacts reported by all teachers igere conferences and written

communications. Less frecipent were contacts through parent tra ning sessions

and PAC meetings, although Title VII teachers (as a group) repoited more of '

these types of contacts than did Migrant Program andsTitle I te4chers.

10. .

I

d) What were the purposes of these contacts? Please list t4 'Ilurposes.and

assign a percentage to each. .

1

A wide variety.of purposes were mentioned. See Figure S-17.6'T#e most ffe-,

quent purposes mentioned were meetings/conferences, positive reinforCement,

discipline, information on units/class activities, field trips,*ogress

reports, and parent volunteers. .

i..Ii-..

11. In which af the following,areas listed below dSd ydur-supleVisor (instrzuc-

tional coordinbtor) work with you? Check as many as apply.

In Figure S-18 are the frequencies of teachers' responses to thiS item. All
. , .

teachers reported contact with their Supervisor on curriculum maierials and . .

in-service training. Most reported contact on instructional supervision,
.

program informaeion, and communication with other teachers. Five of theaitle

VII teachers reported superviior contact about parent ttaining and communica-

tions with Parents. No Migrant Program teachers,reported contact_for these

purposes and only two Title I eeadherS reported supervisor contact for these
-....

purposes. ,
, 4

. I,' ',.,,,

,..., 12. What topics should be offered for inservice training fdr ftekindergarten

b .teachers?
,

.

.

i , ..#

.Quite a wide variety of topAcs were mentionedaby theAeachers. See Fiiure S-19.

The most frequently mentioned tapics were Scienqs, 'mach,' and ari.
,

gir

S-7 31436
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Title VII Teachers Only

1. How do you use your aide? Whdt percentage of time does the aide sp'end

in each type of activity that you named? .

In Figure S-20 are presented each of the six teachers' responses (separated

4 by a dashed line). Five teachers reported using the aide the large majority

of the time in a teaching role. A secondary role was seen to be preparing

materials, going to lunch, etc. One teacher reported her aide spent 50% of

her time collecting and preparing instruc'tional materials and only 25% of the

time teaching.and 257. of the -1,rne supervising students

2..

a) Did you participate in developing the BECP "At Home" activities? Yes

No

b) Did you .participate in implementing the "At Home" activities? Yes

No

c) How aften do the "At Home" activities occur?

d) Did you find evidence that parentVrelatives engaged in the "At Home"

attivities? Yes No If you answered yes, for how many of your

students was this true?

The responses to the "At Home" questions are presented in Figure S-21. All

teachers said they did not help develop the, materials, but a eported partic-

ipating in implementing the,activities. The frequency of use t the "At Home"

activities varied from one to two weeks between activities. All teachers reported

that parents/relatives engaged in the "At Home" activities. The teachers re-

sponded that 50% or tore of their students-pnrticipated in these activities.

3. Did you find the inservice training sponsored by Title VII beneficial'?

Yes No If' yes, why? If no, why not?

Figure S-22 presents teachers' responses to this question. All teachers felt

the inservices were Vaeficial to them. the most frequent reason given was

that new/better ideas were obtained.

Title I/Migrant Ptogram TeacherS Only =

1. What have been,the benefits of not having an aide this schOol,year?

In,Figure S-23.ere listed the Title I teachers', replies to this question. -

Several did not see any benefits to not having an aide. Two'mentionea smaller

class siz and two mentioned children were more independent/selfr-reliant.-

The Migrant Program teachers' responses are in Figure S-24. Several teachers

mentioned knowiig the,children better and feeling closer to_them. That the

teacher no longer has to take tl.me to cootdinate with anothe'r person vas

mentioned by two teachers.
- .
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Title I/Migrant Program Teachers Only

2. What have been the drawbacks of not having an aide this school year?

Figure S-25 contains the Title I teachers' responses tosthis question. Most

saw' more drawbacks than benefits by having no aide. Several felt the teacher

could not superVise all the children as well; the teacher is not covered in
aft emergency; there is less time for individual work; there is no one to help
with materials or clean-up; field trips were hard; less materials were covered;

art suffered, etc.

The Migrant Program teachers'.responses are presented in Figure S-25. As

with the Title I teachers, there were more drawbacks seen than benefits. Mbst

of the same reasons'were given by Migrant Program teachers as were given by
Title I teachers.

JO'

378
S-9



81.26

1. Do you use English all the time for your instruction?

Title VII Title Migrant Program

4 Yee 0 7 (now) 2

No 6 2 (now) ,
5

?,

If ru use another language, Oease indicate what entages of each

language you use for each of the following;

FORMAL INSTRUCTION INFORMAL IN12RUCTION

E lifeh anish Other Ush S anish .0ther

a) English- Title VII X.= 90% .°X = lO% . X = 87% X = 13%

dominant Title I X .Loy% x = 0% X = 99% X =
students Migrant X = 93% (X =. 7% X = 77%. X = 23%

1

b) Spanish: Title VII X = 36% X = 64% = 53% X = 47%

dominant Title I, X = 88% xs. 12% - X f. 7% X.,-7.1...3%

students Migrant X = 64% X = 36%, X = 54% X = 46%

Please note 1) Title I and Migrant Program percentages only reflect those

teachers who ao not use English all the time. 2) The percentages reflect

language spoken in the spring, several teachers used more Spanish early

.in the school year. '3'5 Only one,teacher had any other-dominant students,

and she .used 90% English and 10% Spanishlfor both fdrial,and informal

instruction.

0

Figure S-1. SUMMARY OF TEACHER RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW:

4

a

3 7:j

S-10 *
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2. Curriculum Usage - Tiile VII

AISO Two of'the six teachers reported the AISD curriculum was-used as a

main curriculum. One indicated the Migrant Program teacher with

whom she frequently teamed used the AISD curriculum so her children

got it-through her. The frequency Of use varied - 10%, 15%, 2-207.,

30%, and 40%. The one who reported using it 40% of the time indicated

all the units were completed. One teacher used the AM) curriculum

in teaching math.

s

BECP All six teachers reported using the BECP as their Main curriculum "

source. Three of them.used it\in teadhing math. The perceneeges,of

usage were 40k, 50%, 60%,2-80Z, an,d 95%. One teaCher reported she

had completed all the units.

PEABODY Two teachers used the Peabody Kit, but one of the two reported only

, using the pictures to supplement the other curricula. The one who,

used the Kit reported using it .5% of the time and using it toeteach

math.

PORTAGE None of the teachers used these paterials.

BARUFALDI Five of the six indicated some usg of these materials. One'of the

five reported her children.were exposed to these materials.since the

. Migrant Program teacher with whom she team taught used them. The

usage reported varied between 3% and 10%. One teacher used these mate-

rials to teach mpth while another used them to teadh science.

SELF- One teacher reported using self-developed materialg^3% of the time.

DEVELOPED
MATERIALS

.

OTHER All, but one'of the teachers reported.using materials other than those
already, ltsted. ne used Milton Bradley materials 5% of-the time and

to teach math. Another used a combination of Castaffeda and teacher -

made materials 10% of the time and to teach math. One teacher used
a wide variety of otHer materials (Milton Bradley, Let'.s Eind Out,

(id's Stuff, Our Big Back Yard, and Science Land) 25% of her time.
She used these commercial materiali in teaching meth. One teacher

used the Milton Bradley materials in teaching math, but did not assign

a time use. Five-percent of the time one teacher used sa combination

of teachenwmade and commercial materials.

. -

'Figure S-2. SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPON'SES TO QUESTION 2, PRE-K

TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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2. Cu7icu1um Usage Title I .

NISD A1 4 Of the teachers reported using the AISD.curriculum as their

main curriculum. Usage varied between 40% and 95% of the time .

(actual percentages reported were 40%, 50%, 2-60%, 70%, 75%, 80%,

90%, and 95%). Two of the nine used the curriculum'to teach math.

4r. -

BECP None of the teachers listed the-BECP as a curriculum source, except
one teacher who used some of the records and puzzles in i'elation to

other cdrriculum materials.

PEABODY All the teachers reported using the Peabody Kit as a curriculum .

source. All reported using it in a supplementary fashign, except
one who reported it was a main curriculum .source (but only used

25% of the.time). Percentages of time used ranged,between 2% add

30% of the time (2%, 3%, 5%, 2-10%; 25%, and 3-30%)..iThree teachers
used these materials in teaching math.

PORTAGE No one reported these materials were used.

SELF- Seven'of the nine teachers had deVeloped units of their own., The

DEVELOPED percentages of usage reported variea - 1%, 5%,-2-10%, .2-20%,and 30%.

UNITS One peYson used a unit de7eloped for holidays. Three of the

teachers used their own units to teach math.

BARUFALDI Eight teachers used Barufaldi materials in their clas§rdoms. The

reported usage varied between 1% and 10%. Two reported using it

to teach math while one used the materials in teaching about plants_

and the five senses.

OTHER Five teachers reporting uging other materials. The usage varied

between 10% of the time and 30 midutes per week. *The counselor
at one'school used the.buso materials with the children 30 minutes

per week. One used Wesley (to teach math) and Their Way 5% of the

time. Three percent of the time, one teacher used Work Jobs

\i (including to teach math). Another used Castaffeda And Somethins
SpecAl materials three percent of the time and she used these to

teach math. Finally one teacher used Health Science materials to

teach and she used them 10% of the time.

Figure's-3. SUMMARY OF TITLE I TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTIPN 2, PRE -lc

TEACHES INTERVIEW.

c.
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rriculum Usave - Migrant Program

APSD All of the Migrant Program'teachers used the AISD curriculum as
their main CuTriculum with. reported usage varying between 60% and

.100% of,the time. Actual reported percentages,were 60%i 2-70%,

80%, 89%, 90%, and-100%. Ftve of tht seven use'd the AISD curric-

. ului7I--Dte:Jach. math.
.

.

NCO

PEABODY

4

Five of th9, seven teachers used the BECP, in a supplementary fashion.

The perc tage ortime use varied between 5% and 15%. One.teacher.

used th BECP%to teach mat.

Four teachers reported using Elie Peabody Kit in.their instructional

program. The usage varied between 2%*and 10% of the time. One of '

the four reported using only the piCtares to supplement the other
curriculum. No one used it .to teach Math.

PORTAGE No one reported using any of the Portage materials,

Five teachers,reported using 'elf-developed materials in a supple-

mentary fashion. The percentages,of use ranged between 2% and 20%.

Two teachers used their materials to teach math.

SELF-
DE VELOPED

UNITS.

BAR'JFALDI

OTHER

.

Five of the seven usld the Barufaldi materials. The perckitage of

tims used ranged from 2% to 10% of the time. Two used these,mate-

rials in tnatl instiuction,

One teacher reported using other materials. 'The teacher stated
approximately one percent of the time she use coMmercial kits

and magazines.

-

Figure S-4. 'SIARIARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHOS' RESPON ES TO. QUESTION 2,

PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.

;
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Y.a. How do you Aiagnose your'studentsnstructional needs?

checklist Observation Questioning Testing Other

Title VII 5

\
2 '

'

1 .

'%Title I a.
7

-

.

1 ,

...

- -

Migrant

Program

.

5

.

lic
1 I

Skills So 1

Gams I,
,Activities 1

Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers', responSes.

3.b. Where did you get the method you use?
,

Baranoff (AISD) !CCP -Self-Oeveioped Other

Title VII 1 4 3 -

Title I 7 - 3 Workshops -'1

Migrant

Program
, .

- 3 4Other teachers - 1
os.

Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responS.ts.

3.c. Haw often/do you chea your Student' needs?

Daily Weekly Biweekly Monthly Other

Title VII. ' 2

s
3 3 .

.

-

.

Title I 4

7-1r-
2 ,

1

1-Sometimes

2

1

1 -Sometisms 2

Formally = 3/4 times ear
(2 responams)

N.

'migrant

Program

.

1-Sometimes
2

1 ; '

.

1-Sometimes

s

_Informally.

Formally - twi yearly
(2 responses)

q

Formally - 3tieae 1 year
(3 respo
Formally - he beginning
of the year

- 5 times a year

Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses.

Figure 5-5. SUMMARY OF PRE -K TEACRERS1 RESPONSES TO QUESTION 3, PRE-K.

TEACHER INTERVLEW.

,
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4. How do you

. Materih

. Superv

4

Title VII'Teathers

0

plan fot4students' in ividual instrrtional needt?

s are used then.

o is contacted for hdip. ,

u Groupi ffer for different subjects or motor sk(11s.

Aftir testing (end of the unit), teacher talks wtth the aide':and then
reviews the child the following week on the concepts he missed.,

. Teacher plans based on how students score on tend ofounit tets;

. Aide reviews concepts;When.students do notget concept.

. iIf someone does.not grasp concept, teachlr reviews with them:that day:
Teacher plans argund language dominance after testing them Orally.

4 A review is conducted for students who did not understand.,

Students are grouped by language.
. Stidents ate grouped b needs for lesson6.
Teacher remediates prcb1ems as the occur.

: Teacher stpplements cu rfulumwith AISD curriculum for students who'

need more stimulation. ./
f

. Figure S-6: SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 4, PRE -K

, TEACHER'INTERVIEW.

"
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4

,IAle I Teachers
4.

4.. low do you plan for itudents'laqVidual insttuctional needs?
'

. 4

Teacher assesses from'unit and educational checklist. -

. The-whole concept is taught to the large uoup, then those who have
. trouble are placed into a sm411 group where they recel,ve :individual,

, actention. 4.,
Teacher observes in concept presentation to see who understands by
questions,and,answers.
Teacher plans.siall group instruction accoriling to needs (from
checklist).

...Students get inlividual instruction based on needs.
'Self-made games are berformed so teacher can see what children have/
learned in unit.

.

Teacher checks periormance,on lessons and gives more help if needed.
......IStudents,are given one-to-one help if needed during nap time.

. leacher Makes home visits.to make parente aFare of extra help needed

and%to get siblings to help.
Teacher loans maVulative toys to families is needed.

. Teacher asks Ext d-A-Care 'to work on needs.
.

All the children receive the same instructions, then teacher sees who
ngeds additional help and she or other child helps student(s) on
needs. This,challenges peer tutor, too, .

.

1

Teacher plans for small gioups.
If children need extra help, she works with them individual ly.
Teacher refers to phecklist to see what the children have not pIicked

up on yet and then goes over it with them. .

Concepts are presented in a lafge gspp. If children. need more help

(scree children on checklist) they. are taughi via small group or one-to-one.

Lespo s are presented to large groups, small groups, and individuals-.

Figure S-7. SUMMARY OF /Mu 4, TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 4, PRE-K
TEACHER INTERVIEW%

4
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I)

.Migrant Prograth Teachers

4. How do yoy plan for students' individual instructional needs? ,

. , .

Teacher follows checklist. 's

Small grdups are used in the afternoons. k

Different things are used fof,students who.need it.
In large group, teacher .pars questions to stuAnt's who need it.
Teacher gears each lesson toward the small groups and then work.s with
iAdividuals within the grewp. .

Sfudents who are ahead are given extr4 actiitie0.
,....--

Teacher works'one-to-one with students who are hayitg problems".
Teacher gives individuals who need help individual help while the opher
studentsare.having free time.

. Students are grouped to facilitate individual instruction. .1 .,,..

:Activities are planned for different groups with diffevant abilities.
While students are within groups, the teacher individualizes help.
Ae Title VII aide comes daily arid helpswith individuals or mall

'groups.
P Teacber dses Special games.

Instruction is used for reAlfOrcement:\
ir

Figure S-8. SINMARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 4,k '

PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.

38'6
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1

# 4

.5

4.

f

1

-C

54. What percentage of the time for instruction do you use largf groups
(including the whole class)?

1002 11-10; -84-114) 71-702 0-402 51-102L1-4712-31-)02 2202.1- 11-102

11.27.0 wit 2. 2, 2

.

(127. 1 1
7

2 ' 1 1
/

.

Rigroic
.

It03
1 2 1

Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' response.

5b. What percentage of the time for instruction do you use small groups
(size )?

i 1002 11-402 00-2122 70-702 0-402 s.-2ca 41-402 31-302 21-200 11-102

27.211 122 1 2 1 1 1 1 ,

i
(1214 t I 2 2

,
. 1 3 1

331.01.2 I

frsgras ., / 1 1,

Numbers reflect freqUencies of teachIrs' responses.

:mi. 3114 (7homber of enitlreo)

1-4 4-7 4-5 3-)

Ttris VII 4 c. 1

0

Title 1 2 7

Itligrom
Prose 1 1 3

..

\t,

Note: Many teachers-hive chil,Oren
0 popped in Small groups while

th* are working with individ-
uals.

Numbers reflect frequencies of teachers' respodsls.

5c. What percentage of.the time for instruction do you use one-to-one?
4 If

. [00Z IA440: 144402 71-702 0-402 51-302 0-402 31-302 21-102 11-102 1.42 112, 07114r

2120 Tit

.

'

0.
1

..,

'

1 2 1

\

1

1 - 1f
ote.10
1 - Address

to411
oat l'aill 200

1 - ghtrIng
rot 204
1.--t-_-

(Ict I 4.
.1.4..

2 4 2

m4....,
Prep AA

1 1 1

vNumbers reflect frequencies of teachers' responses.

Figure 5-9. SUMilARY OF PRE -K TEA7cHERS' RES?ONSES TO QUASTION 5, PRE -K

TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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6. If you divide.you'r students into instructional groups, what criteria do you use to'

,

. .

Age

.

Ability Personality

Language -Language
Dominance

(tdsts)

A

Dominance
(observance)

.

,
.

Other

Title VII 0 '. 4. ' 2

,
2

,

e-

4
.

l'- random .

1 - attencion span problems .

Title 1C,

. 1.

1 .7

,

5
/)

A

0 .

.

3'

...--

.

1 - similar needs on concept
development'

1 - mix high and low abilities

Migrant

'Program 0 6'

,

,

. 3'.,-

.

..

1 5

1 - heterogeneous - groups vary
.by day

.,

1 -; groups formed based-on answers

,
io questions re: lessonsr eec.

Numbeis. &flect number of teachersjusing each cslteria (many teachers use more than

one type.of ouping).

Figure S-10. SUM1L' OF.P.RE-K'TEACH7RSI- RESPONSES TO QUESTION 6j PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
%
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7; When the children work alone, what type of things are they 'doing? 03
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0
4-i
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, L) Title VII 2 3 1 2 5, 2 3 2 3 2'

,

1 0 2

.

1

.

2. '1 3

,

Title I 3 .5 4 2 5 6 5 3 2 2 3 0 1 .1 1 1 1

Migrant
Program

-

1 4

-

425
,

..f-

6. 5 6 5

.21 2 2 1 0 1

.

0

*

Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses.

1, or 2 teachers also mentioned each of the following: Music (Records and Cassettes),

Role Play/Dramatic Play, Colors, View Master, Previous Leson Activities/Reinfo e-

ment, Practical Living, Workbench, Chalkboard, Matching, Beads, School Table,,Bu lding,

and Cans..

Figure S=11. SUMMARY OF PIAB-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 7, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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8. Check the category of teachers with who@ you participated/contacted in each of the following:

Title VII
Pre-K Teache

Title 1
Pre-K Wschers

Migrant

Program
Pre-K Teachers

Kindergarten Others

'Teachers C
None

Title VII 6 4 6 3 2 (aides)

SHARE

IDEAS
'Title I 8

.

9

.

.

8 ,

...,

7

1 (principal)
1 (other elem.

teachers) .

,

, Migrant

Program 5 7

1

,

6

1

7

-f
0

1 .(supeivisor)

1 ('faculty)

1 (parents)

0 °

Title VII 3

PROVIDETitle i 2 2 1 1

2 0ACs) 1
1 (other group) 4

TRAIN- Migrant

ING :Program 1

.

.

.

2

.

.

.

2 - 0

,

1 (faculty)

1 (PAC)

1 (individual
parent train-

in11) .

4

,

PREPAREl'itle VII Z 0 0
.

I (aide)

INSTRUC.

UNITS Title I 3 1 1 0 5

Migrant
Program 3 1 1 2

1 (AISD
EC) .

Title VII 0 0 1 0 5 (aides)

SHARE
TEACH- Title I 0 1 0 2

.

0

ING Migrant
DUTIES Program 1 0 o 1

1 (Title lin
aide)

1 (counselor)

PLAN Title VII 3

'

0 1 1 4 (aides)

9

CLASS-- -

ROOM Title I

ACTIV- Migrant
ITIES Program 3 1 1 o o 4

Numbers reflect the frequencies-of teachers' Tesponses.

A
Figure -12. *SUMMARY OF PRE-K"TEACHERS' RESPONSES-TO QUESTION 8, PRE-K TEACHER

INTERVIEW.
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4

9. How frequent is your contact with your community representative(s)?
42

.,..

More than,
once a
week

Once a
.iieek 4

Every two
44eks

Once a
month

Less than

once a
week

J

Comments e

,,

Title VII 3
,

0 2

.

1 0

1 She is wonderf61.

1 - If I need anything she.
responds. .

1 ^ These children have not
had needs that caused mire
contact.

,

Title I 0 2 '. 2 .

.

1.
2

4

Migrant
...program

0 1 . 0

.

4

.

4
Numbers reflect the frequencies of teachers' responses.

Figure S-13. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 9, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVI'EW.
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10. This question deals with your communluations with your students' parents. Please use the

percentage range to answer the ;items.

a) What percen age of
parents did you have
contact with: 0-25

t

26-50% 1 -75% 76-160%

More than once a
week

Title VII

Title I 6 3 0 0

"'Migrant Program 6 1 0 0

i

Once a week

Title VII 4 1 ' . 1 0

Title I 7 2 0 0

Migrant Program 5 : 1 0 . 1

Every two weeks

Title VII , 6 0 0 0

Title I 5 1 1 2

Migrant Pr6gram 2 2 1 1

\..
Once a month

Title lin 6 0 0 - 0

Title I 4 0 3' 2

Migrant Program 3 3 0 1

Less than once

a month - '

Title VII 6 0 0 0

Title I 7 1 1 0

Migrant Program 6 0 1 0

Not at all

Title VII 6 0 0 0

Title I 9 ,0 0 0 A

Migrant Program .
0 0

Numbers reflect frdquencies of teachers' responses.

figure S-14. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RhSPONSES TO QUESTION 10a, IRE-K TEACHER

' INTERVIEW.
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This question deals wjth your communications with your students' parents. Please use the

percentage range to answer the items.

26-50i 51-75% 7 6-3:00%

What percentage of
communications with

parents didAyou '

initiate?

'Title VII

Title I

Migrant Program

What perc ntage of
Communic tions with
parents td the
,parents initiate?'

'Title VII

Title

Migrant Program 2 0 1 ,

Numb4rs reflect frequencies of teachere responses.

Figure S-15. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 106, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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10. This question deals with your communications with.your students' parents. Please use the

pe-rcentage range.

c)

. .

,

.

0-257. 26-50% 51-75% 76-1004
What percentage of
these contacts
were by phone?

Title VII 4

/

1
,

1
l'

0

.

Title I
1

,

'7
2 0' , 0

.

.

Migrant Program 1
...

5 1 . 0

What percentag
were conferenc

.

/ -

Title VII 1
.

1 . 0 . 4

Title I
.

3

.

1 ?'"41

Migrant Program 1 1

I

1.:

2 3

,

WhAt percentage ..

vere4parent

trAinint,sessions?

-

Title VII
..

. 3
4

1 2 0

Title I ,. 9

.

4
. 0 0 . 0

Migrant Program

*
A

6

,

.

0 . , 1

What percentage
were PAC

,

meetings'?

Title VII 2 3 1

i-

Title I

.

9 .

.
.

0 0

'

.0
:

4

Migrant Prograjs' 1 0 0

%

What percentage
were written
communicatidns?

,

t
,

Title VII , 0
.

Title I 2

.

. 2 2

Migrant Program 1. 1 2 3

Numbers reflect frequencies ofteachersl responses.

Figure S-16. SUMMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 10c, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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10.d. Wh were 'ye purposfts of these (parentl-contacts? Rlease list the urpose and assign a

rcentage to ea_ch./
. A

.-)

,
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,
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.rj
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4°.
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4.J
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E 4
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0
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0
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0
W
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ri

1

0
'g

.
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0
0

ft
0,

. ''''

t4
tt

.

'

Title VII
.

3
:..3

.

2 2 2

.

S 2- 1 3 *4 0 .0 0 1, 1 1
S

. 2 0 40

4.

0 '0

,

.

1

Title 1 '

-..,

6 2 6 3

-

4 . 2 5
0'

4 .

,

5 1 2 0 0 1. -0 2 .0 0 1 ' 2

,.
Migrant Program °3 1 4: 4

.

'i-,,

1 i )
.

2 4 1 1 0 0 0 0
.

1.11 3

/
Numbers reEiett frequencies o teachers' responses. Pleahe note the majority,of

teachers did hot hssign a per entage to-each. All teachers mentioned. several
. pdrposes.

Figure S-17. SUMARY OF PRE-K TEACHERS' RESPONSES T01UESTI0N 10d, PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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A

11. In which of tbe follOWing areas listed_belmdid your supervisor (g.Ztructional coordinator)'

work with you? Check as many as apply%
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1 - She's brought visitors to observe.

I
1 - She's been very helpful, easy to

. 4

communicate with her..
/

Numbers reflect frequencies of teochert.' responses.

figure S-18. 'SUMMARY OF pRE -K TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 11, PRE -K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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Pigdre S-19. SUMMARY OF PREK TEACHEkS''RESPONSES TCy,IUESTION 12, 'PRE-K TEAGHER INTERVIEW.
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Tale VII Teacheis Only.

1. How do you use your aide? iiiiat percentage of time does the aide spend in each type'of activity?

.
Type of Activity r

7

Percentage of Time

prepares and collects instructional materials 50%

teaches , 14. ,,,...A 25%

supervises of atu.dents 25%

aide also helps translate notes to parents .11 'not given

assists 10 all teaching of lessons and goes to lunch niot given

,JS

serves as a teaching assistaot-reinforces
makes bulletin boards and materials

t ,
95%

5%

serves completely as a teaching assistant-same as.
other pre-K teacher -- she's tops not given

i
. ......T...
. 1

'; .. .

ie.aches same amount of time as teacher. Both

clean up and prepare together not given ,--

4.-

..........-

does vocabulary lessons 10%

does visual training v 10%

dbes motor training , 10%

conducts art lessons 10%

teaches creative moves .. i . 10%

reads stbries 5%

works owcenters 5%

teachps ALSO curiculu I 10%

workswit.hAlinch, snacks . r
Illi

5%

supplements. curriculum ,
\ 5%

prepares materials ,
t

10%

.

,: . ..... .prepares bulletlu boards 10%

'''

Figure S-20 . SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES,TO QUESTION 1 (FOR TITLE VII
,

TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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Questions for Title,VII Teachers Only

2. a) \Did you participate in detoping the BECP "At Home" activities?

1114I1 teachers responded they had not.

b). Did you participate in'impi.ementing the "At Home" actiVities?

dal teacheri responded.yes.

c) How often,do the "At Home activities occur?

FREQUENCY NUMBER OF TEACHERS REPORTING

weekly 2

after each unit 2

every 2 weeks 1

started very good (?) 1

d) Did you find evidence that parents/relatives engaged in the "At Home"

activities?

Arteachers responded yes.

If you answered yes, for how many of your stUents was this true?

NUMBER OF STUDENTS
%

18 out of 18
14 out of 18
9 out af 18
12 out of 18
most out of 18
16 out of 18

Flgure S-21. SUMMARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 2 (FOR

TITLE VII TEACHERS ONLY), PRE -K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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81.26

Questions for Title VII Teachers Only .

1: Did you find the inservice training sponsored by Title VII beneficial?

All teachers responded yes.

If yes, why?

The formal inservide was all good.
. Frequent meetings allow for problem soZving.and the giving of beneficial

news.
The inservice brings new ideas and new ways of teaching concepts.

. New ideas could help us.
Most of the time could determine what benefited us.

. It gave different ideas and methods - learn from others.

You get new ideas.
Can visit classrooms of others.

. Teacher learned a lot.
Teacher is motivated to try new ideas.

. Teacher learns easier ways to do 'things.

Figure S-22. SI.P,AnARY OF TITLE VII TEACHERS' RESPONSES To QUESTION 3 (FOR
TITLE VII TEACHERS ONLY), pRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.

4
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Questions for Title VMigrant Teachers

Title I Teachers

1. What have been the benefits .of not having an -ai-de this school year?

Blank.
There's more teacher/siudent interaction.
Students are more self-reliant since teach'er is the.only adult.

Did have two parent volunteers for parties, field trips, and food

preparation. .. -
A big none -.no benefits.

Nothing.

Fewer children.
. I plan by myself without having to go over it with aide. ,

I Nasn't here last year, but"would like an aide.

. I have a smaller classsize without an aide.
I have maintained expe&tationb,for the children.

There is more parent nvolvement.

Children are more independent.
Children do more creative art projedte.

. Children hear only consistent standard English spoken.

Figure S-23. SUMMARY OF 'fITLE I TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1 (TITLE I/

MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.

-
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Questions for Title I/MigraAt Teachers

Migrant Program Teachers

A

1. What have been the benefits of not having an aide this school year?

None.

I feel I bave more class control.si:nce I am the only authority figure.
It's easier to plan (takes lesp time) since I do not have to coordinate
with anyone else.
I know-more what is going on instructionally and what childrens,'

responsibilities are.
I have teauHtaught with the :Title VII, teacher and her aide and it has

,worked well.
The children responded better to me since I was the only %adult (chil-

ren used to macipulatetwo.adults)..
,., I have to be extrai4Organized and have activities done far in advance

of rthe udits.
Children were given, more responsibilities.
Teacher and children feel closer to each other (2).

I got more 1-to-1 attention with the children.
°There was the smaller class size.
Children*sh?yed more independent behavior..

Figure S-24. SUMEARY bF MIGRANT PROGRAM 'TEACHERS' RESPONSES TO QUESTION 1
(TITLE I/MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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V

Questions for Title I/Migrant Teachers

Title I Teachers

2. What have been the drawbacks Of not having an aide this schoe4 year?

While the teacher works with one small grolip, the rest of the children
were not receiving instruction from the aide and were unsupervised
Units were not covered as tctensively - there was less art and stories.
Art and other projecti took longer to complete.
there is not enough supervision on study trips when parents cannot come.

. Some units took longer.to cover.
There was less time for one-to-one.
Cannot leave children when get emergency calla (2).'

Art projects require constant supervision.
. Teacher gets no break:all day.

4,
. More teacher time is spent cleaning up.
. Trips have been difficult even when parents help.

There loplarge group instruction now instead of small group instruction.

There fs no.reinforcement in group with no aide.
. Teacher speias more time in non-instructional tasks.
. Less children have been seen.
Teacher can see biE diffdrence this year - children are 3 or 4 months
behind in-development.

. Art-is not as refine& because of lack of individual help.
Teacher las mot made as many materials (2).

. Children lost out.

. Field trips were not as enjoyable because children were harder.to control:

Classroom management is a problem - it is harder to get kids doing things.
. There has been-a cultural lag since aide was Spanish speaker and coUld
help with words for Spanish-speaking childrea:
There s no continuity in routine if the teacher is absent.
Less time is available to-make materials to go,with units.

. Teacher misses bilingual help from aide (2).

. Teacher had to chalige the way she ran a small group. which resuked in
covering less material in unit. After children were trained to the new
way, this improved.

. There was,no dependable help on field trips.

. Teacher formerly presented more "materidis with aide!s reinforcement
to children.

. Children need more help.

. It is hard not having a person to communicate with the Spanish-speaking
children. e

; There is no help in preparing materials, bulletin boards, games, etc.
. It takes more timeplanning field trips.
. .Teacher is not ready in AsM.

. It takes time from center time for maintenance;

. Teacher does involve children more in preparation - out of desperation.

. Class.foregoes some activities because of no help i.e., cOoking.

. There.is not enough "affece on study trips although parents do help.

.,It is a problem not having as much time to spend individually:-
%

Figure S-25. SUMMARY OF TITLE l TEAGHERS' RESPONSE& TO QUESTI 2 (TITLE //
MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE -K TEACHER INTERVIEW.
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Questions for Title 1/Migrant Teachers

Migrant Program Teachers

2. What have been the drawbacks of not havin an aide this school year?

There are too many children in the small groups.
There is not enough time for one-to-one.

. plass has nat,covered as many units.
, leacher has)cut back on art activities.

re j..s:hat enough help with study trips..
a problem having to take the whole claSs whenever teacher gets

a phone call or there is an emergency.
In addition to working with the children, it is hard to dp all the

, other things like - prepare,bulletin boards, change learning centers,
clean room, sweep carpet,laminate,,prepare lessons, orcier films,

plan, do study trip)+, order materials, etc., etc.

. Class is not covering as much materiSh or as,many projects as lait
year.

. Teacher has less time for individual attention (2)..

, Teacher cannot supervise children as much.
Teacher has no help in'making instructional materials.

. There is less help for study triOs.
There is less help with behavior management.

. Teacher is not able to work with.smail groups as well.

f. The situation is more stressful ior the teacher - she is with the

children every minute and her constant attention is required.
Material preparation previously done by the aide really takes time.
Reinforcement activities are not done as much as with aide'.

. Class has not done as many activities in the units because of lack
of help.,
Teacher is exhausted by the end af the day.

. It is hard to do all the clerical work and bu letin boards, etc..alone.

-. Teacher has more discipline problems in large groups.

. It is a problem, not having another adult to t lk with about the.child-'

ren.

. There are fewer small groups - aide used to work with small groups

and reinforce thet.
There is less individual instruction.
There is no support during unusuakor emergency situations.

. Class cannot do as many elaborate things in art or units.

Figure S-26. SUMMARY OF MIGRANT PROGRAM TEACHERi RESPONSES.TO QUESTION 2

(TITLE I/MIGRANT TEACHERS ONLY), PRE-K TEACHER INTERVIEO.
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AUSTIN-INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

Decemher 16, 1981

TO: Lee I*

FROM: Cathene Ch stner

THROFGH: Freda Holley 1'...ticia"-,

Attachment S-1

SUBJECT: Title I, Migrant, and Title VII Pre -K Comparisons

As a result of our meeting with Timy, you, and your staft, we understand

your needs to have our office do a comparative study across the Title I,

Migrant, and Title VII Pre-K Programs. The Title VII auditors' concerns

focus on a perceived lack of uniqueness.of Title VII as compared to the

Title I and Migrant Prograis.

Although ideally,extensive full-day observations across the three programs

are desirable, the person-cost arid planning involved are prohibitive. Since

our designs were set in September and resources committed (and some already'

expended), we feel that a' less .costly measure is in line.

We would like to do a stzuctured interview with all the pre-K teachers.

Theae interviews would focus on what the teachers do. We hope to Ascertain

--fir= these what similarities and differences exist in the programs and how

they operate.

4

In past evaluations, (except for Title I and Migrant) information acrosd

programs Nts not.been strictly comparable for various reasons (observations

done by different people, etc.). This year it seems most important thst the

interviews be assohparable as possible. Therefore,plan to either dimduct
all the interviews myself or hire and supervise a consatant to do'so.',):"

would make some adjustments in my evaldation to accomodate this citity

Timy Baranoff.has. already submitted iuggestions for'interview items. I would

appreciate you and your staff also sendidg me any ideas you have for items by

mid January. Conducting these in erviews in.February orMarch would be ideal.

Does this plan meet with your ap ravel? Any-interviewsformat developed will

be Submitted to, you and your staff for review.

CC:lg

cc: Karen Carsrud Timy Baranoff' Ruth MacAllister Oscar Cantu

-Jonathan Curtis Anita Uphaus Carmen Gamboa

Martin Arocelia Anita Coy . EVa Rivera

S-36



8146 /7 Attaameftt S-2

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT spool. DISTRICT

()Wee o6 Re4eatch and Evaluation

Match ,y8 2

TO: Gyi,Jon, Kaken, Mattin
, 1

FROM: C

SUBJECT: Pte-K Intarteyerteme

26,t:

zeck atte two zeta o pozzibLe pke-K teachet intenview ittm4. $461-C
ovetZap and zome ane juzt: <stated in &Lige/tent way.s. Both ake 'tough

dkalStz., neaze <start the -item that you ieet need tD be ittatuded in the

.intetviok. Make any wonding changez deziked and add any ttento you lime'

ate not atteady coveted.
0

PZea4e give me your:. lieedbackby Manch 8; 1982 zo we can lionmtaize the tionmat

and get pkoject 6ta66 tikethtew it.

Thank4.

CC:tg

Enctp4unes

APPROVED:
. _

tuctok, ezearEch EvcieuatLon

_

-\

S-37 41i
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4. 81.26 Attachment S-S

AUSfIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research and Evaluation

March 12, 1982

,y
TO: Persons Addressed

FROM: / Catherine istner

SUBJECT: Draft of Title.I, Title VII, andMigrant Pre -K Teacher Interview

A

Our staff has drafted a pre-K intervtew format that we hope will shed light
on the similarities and differences among the programs. Please review the
attached format and give me your eack as Foon as possible Xnot later
than March 24, 1982) so we can finaliz the format and begin conducting the

interviews. r

Thank you for your cooperation.

CC:lg
Enclosure

APPROVED:
Director, Research and Eva tion

Pei-sons Addressed: Lee Laws
Oscar Cantu
Timy Baranoff
Anita Uphaus
Caimen Gamboa
Anita Cnr
Eva Riiera

cc: Jonathan Curtia
Karen Carsrud
Martip Arocenjk.

eg

It?
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NJ,

Teacher's Name

PREKINDERGARTEN TEACHERINTERVIEW

Program(s) Title I Title VII Migrant

Attachment S-4
(Page 1* of 4)

bate

I. Do you use English all the time for your instruction? Tos No

If you use another language please'llglicate what percentages of each Language

you use for eachmi the following:

FORMAL'

INSTRUCTION
English SOanIsh Other-

a) English-dominant students %

i.,b) Spanish-dominant students

c) Other students ,% % s

2. Check how you uied each source:
Other

The main Supple- (please

curriculum mentary define)

AISD

BECP

Peabody Kit

Portage

Self -Developd Uni43

Bartialdi

Other:

IN7ORMAL
INSTRUCTION'

.English Spanish Other

%

Check any What % of your
you used instruction came

to teach from each curric-
math ulum source?

.wwww

3. a) How do you diagnose your students' instructional needs..-do
of skills, competencies,. concepts, or what?

b) yhere dieyou get.the method you use?

c) Romioften do ymz check your,students' needs?

4. Row do you plan for students'.individual instructional needs?

you use a checklist

S. This question deals with how you organize tha students for Instruction.

a) What percentage of the-tiMe for!instruction do you hse large groups (including

the whole class)?

dir

S-.7$9
_413



81.26 Attachment S,4

*A.

V.

(continued, page 2 of 4

b) What percentage of the tima for insprliction do you use tmal/ groups (size )?

c) What percentage of the timu gor instruCtion ao you use one-,to-one?

d) What percentage of the time. for instruction do you use a cq;:bination(please
explain )

6. if you divide your atudents into instructional groups, what criteria do ybu use
to group? Please check all that apply?

age

ability

personality
...4

language dominance (based
on standardized tests)

language dominance (basecl
on teacher observation)

other (Please exPlain)
OP

7. When the children work alone what types of things are they doing?

8. Check the category of teachers with whom you participated/contacted in each of the
following areas:

Share ideas

Provide training

Prepare instruc-
tional units

Share teaching
duties

ritle V/I fitle I Migrant'
Pre-K Pre-K Pre-K Kindergarten Others
Teachers Teachers fetchers Teachers .(Define) None

al.

Plan classroOm
'activitie,

9. How frequent is your cdntact with your com6Unity representitive(s)?

More than Once a Every two Once a 'Less than

once a week week . \Atka: month once a month
,

This questig deals with your communications with your studentst parents.
Please usi ihe percentage range to answer the items.

02-252 262-502' 512-752 762-1002 ':

,a) What 'Arcanum' of parents dSd you have contact
With:

more than once a week?

4 Once eweek?
once every two weeks?
dhce a month?
less than once a month?
not at 411?

S-40
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A

10.
b) What percentage of communications with parent

4id you initiate?
What percentass of communications with parents

did the parents initiate?

c;
r

What percentage of these contacts wore by phone?
What percentage were conferences?
What percentage were parent training sessions?
What percentage were PAC meetings? .

What percentage were written cammunications?

Attachment S-4

(continued, page 3 of 4)

02-25% 262-50% 512-75% 762-100%

d) What were the purposes of these contacts? Please list the purposes and assign

a.percentage to each.
4

11. In which of the following areas listed below did your supervisor (instructional

coordinator) work with you? Check as many as apply.'

Itilitructional supervision

curriculum materials
program information
classroom management
parent training

-7
12. What topics shoula be offered for

i

inservicettraining
commOnicatiofts with other teachers

communications with parents
other (plisse define)

inservice training for prekindergarten teachers?

Title VII Teachers Only

1. Haw do you us your aide? What percentage of time does the aide spend in each

type of activity that you named?

Did you participate in developing the BECP "
Did you/participate in implementing the " At
How often do the 1!,Att Hama " activities occur

Did you find evidence that parents/relatives
Yes Jo if you answered yes, for how

At Home " activities? __yes HO

Home " activities? __yes
?

engfged in the " At Home " activities?
ma4 of,your students was this

3., Did yod find the inservice training sponsored by Title VI/ beneficial? ___yes

If yes, why? If,not, why not?, ,

S-41 .
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/41.26 Attachment $-4

(continilea, page 4 of 4

Title 1/ Migrant Tbachers

Note: ta ans4otting the following two questions, pleasm consider if you made

any changes in organizing.students for instruction, scheduling, number or amount

of unit(s) covered, study trips, etc. Also consider if any changes in student

behavior can be ated.

1.
Ik -

What have l'een the benefits of not having an aide this'schOol year?

2. What have been the driwbacis of not having an aide this school Teat?

416
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81:26 . ,4 4' Attachment S-5

AUSTIN INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT
Office of Research,and Evaluitian-

March 252 1982

)

TO: - Title I, Title VII, and Migrant Pre-Kindergarten Teachers

4,c, (kit -

FROM: Karen Carsrud, Martin Arocena, and dather ristner
-

SUBJECT: Pre2K.Teacher Interviews.

.

;"

Ap part of the evaluatiol of the pre-kindergarten programs, all pre-K
teaChers Will be interviewed this sprint. Mrs. Fran Olson will be. con-
ducting,the interviews. the information gathered will be uaea to compare
the three programs.

The data will be tallied collectively so your individual,.regponses will
be kept confidential. Mrs. Leonila Gonzalez from our office will be
calling you in the near future to arrano an interview time that will be
convenient-for you. The interview shoUld take no more than 30 minutes.
The interview format to be used is attached. .

Your cooperation is greatly appreciated.

KC:MA:CC:lg
Enclosure

APPROVED:
.

TrireCtor, Research and-,EValuation

APPROVED:

Assistant Superintendent for Elementary Education

cc: Lee Laws
Timy Bargnoff
Oscar Cantis

Anita Uphaus
Anita Coy
Carmen Gamboa
Principals with pre-K teachers
Eva Rivera

S-41
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